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AFFECTED YOUR ESTATE PLANNING? 


REVIEW YOUR ESTATE ARRANGEMENTS 


We suggest that you: 
@ Substitute flexible investment and adminis- 


trative clauses. 


@ Authorize ‘payments from principal for 


@ Select an experienced and qualified executor 
and trustee. 


You and your lawyer are invited to discuss the effect of 
changed conditions upon your estate program with officers 
of our Trust Department. Such a talk will be in confidence, 


and implies no obligation whatever on your part. 
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MID-YEAR AND ANNUAL MEETING DATES 


The date of Friday, October 23, 1953, has been selected for the second an- 
nual Mid-Year one-day meeting of all Committees of the Association in the city 
of Wichita. The sessions will begin at 10:00 a.m. in the Lassen Hotel. 


The Executive Council at its meeting in Salina, May 23, 1953, chose Topeka 
as the meeting place for the seventy-second annual meeting of the Bar Asso- 
ciation of the State of Kansas. The dates are April 16 and 17, 1954, with con- 
vention headquarters in the Hotel Jayhawk. 


In addition to appointing members to serve on the eleven regular standing 
Committees of the Association, the Executive Council on May 23 set up the 
following eleven special Committees for 1953-1954: 

Committee on Selection, Tenure and Retirement of Judges (five). 

Committee on Taxation (ten). 

Committee on Relations with the Medical Profession (nine). 

Committee on Court Procedure (six). 

Committee on Relations with Abstracters (six). 

Junior Bar Section Committee (eight). 

Uniform Commercial Code Study Committee (eleven). 

Committee on Criminal Law (six). 

Committee on Standards for Title Examinations (nine). 

Legal Institute Committee (twenty). 

Legal Aid Committee (nine). - 

The purpose of the Mid-Year meeting to be held on October 23 in Wichita 
is to encourage and implement the work of the various standing and special 
Committees of the Association. Mid-Year meetings of the Committees made 
it easier for the members to become better acquainted with the scope of activi- 
ties of his Committee and the Association's over-all program for the year. 


257069 
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COMMERCIAL CODE NEWS 


By FRANKLIN CoRRICK, Associate Member 
National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws 


Pennsylvania was the first state to adopt the new Uniform Commercial Code, 
according to United States Law Week, April 14, 1953 (21:2500). It becomes 
effective July 1, 1954, and will specifically repeal more than 20 Pennsylvania 
acts “absolutely” and, with some exceptions, all acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with the Code. 

The Uniform Commercial Code was in the development stage for upwards 
of ten years, and was a joint project of the National Conference of Commis- 
sioners on Uniform State Laws and the American Law Institute. It was approved 
by the American Bar Association for submission to the states for adoption. The 
Code, which is one of the most momentous legal accomplishments of modern 
times, is now ready for presentation to the states for enactment. It is, perhaps, 
the most comprehensive piece of legislation ever developed in this country. 
It was introduced for study in several other state legislatures and will undoubt- 
edly come up for consideration in many of the states during 1955. 


As reported in the February, 1953, issue of the Tennessee Law Review, 
the code “is a carefully and well-considered effort by some of the outstanding 
commercial lawyers in the country to embody the principles governing all types 
of commercial transactions in a single unified body of law.” It codifies the law 
on such subjects as negotiable instruments (commercial paper), sales, bank 
deposits and collections, documentary letters of credit, warehouse receipts, bills 
of lading and other documents of title, bulk transfers, stock transfers (invest- 
ment securities ), conditional sales, secured transactions, sales of accounts, con- 
tract rights and chattel paper. 

An appropriation of $3,000 was made by the 1953 Kansas legislature to the 
commission on interstate cooperation “for the purchase and distribution of not 
more than 1,000 copies of the uniform commercial code, official draft, text 
and comments edition (1952)... ” (L. 1953, Ch. 38, $1, Item 36.) How- 
ever, the manner of their distribution was not completely spelled out, although 
apparently the original intention* was to deliver them to members of the 
Legislature and the Kansas Bar. The Official Draft “Text and Comments 
Edition,” consisting of 848 printed pages, of the Uniform Commercial Code 
(with commentaries) is sold at the cost of publication ($3.50 each) by the 
American Law Institute, 133 South 36th Street, Philadelphia 4, Pa. The Offi- 
cial Text Edition of the Uniform Commercial Code (without commentaries ) 
is sold for $1.00 per copy (plus 25c for mailing) by the National Conference 
of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws, 1419 First National Bank Building, 
Omaha 2, Nebraska. 

By statute (G. S. 1949, 46-407a), Kansas has three committee members 
(commissioners) who are its official representatives to annual meetings of the 


~*See Sixth Biennial Report and Recommendations of the Kansas Commissi Interstate Cooperati 
1953 Legislature, January, 1953, pages 46 and 47. ett sed a Poa 
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COMMERCIAL CODE NEWS 


national conference of commissioners on uniform state laws. In addition, the 
Bar Association of the State of Kansas has a special eleven-member “uniform 
commercial code study” committee which has been continued during 1953- 
1954 by the Executive Council of the Association. The bar association com- 
mittee made its Report to the annual meeting of the Association in Wichita on 
April 24, 1953, which appears on pages 52-53 of this issue of the Bar Journal 
as indicated in the Report, these committees were unable to complete their work 
of preparing the Code in time and in form for introduction in the 1953 legis- 
lature, largely due to the fact that annotated copies of the Code were not avail- 
able soon enough. 


KANSAS INHERITANCE TAX, JOINT ASSETS 


Under a ruling of the State Commission of Revenue and Taxation made 
June 4, 1953, joint tenancies in this state are not subject to inheritance tax 
under Kansas statutes, except under factual situations where a joint tenancy was 
created in contemplation of death. 


This makes it necessary for the Director of Revenue to require that before 
inheritance tax finding can be made in any estate in which any assets, real or 
personal, stood at death in the name of the decedent and one or more other 
persons with right of survivorship, that detailed statement be made describing 
each tract or parcel of real estate held in joint tenancy with true value thereof 
at decedent’s death and listing the name and relationship to decedent of each 
joint survivor and definitely showing the exact date when each such joint 
tenancy was set up or created and when it was placed of record: Likewise 
description of each group of bonds, stocks, securities or bank accounts with true 
value in which decedent and one or more other persons were registered as joint 
owners with right of survivorship therein, with name and relationship to de- 
cedent of the joint survivor or survivors as to each group thereof; together with 
definite information as to the date each group was so set up or created as in 
joint tenancy. 

Also as to each joint asset created or set up in joint tenancy, real or personal, 
within one (1) year prior to death, the whole value will be computed as part 
of said estate passing to surviving joint tenant as part of his or her share, except 
such part thereof as is proven to have been contributed by the survivor. 


All joint real estate found non-taxable for inheritance purposes can be 
described in the Inheritance Order for title clearance only; and any stock waivers 
for transfer of jointly held stocks and securities, whether taxable or not, can be 
issued by the Director of Revenue, and facilitate the settlement of the estate; 
after proper data and information has been furnished here, with the inheritance 
tax report. 


Special attention is called to the fact that bonds, stocks, or securities of the 
decedent, but payable on death to a designated beneficiary or beneficiaries are 
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not joint tenancies for Kansas inheritance tax purposes, but are held to be gifts 
made or intended to take effect in possession or enjoyment at death under Sec- 
tion 79-1501 (G. S. 1949). 

Also bonds or securities standing at death in the name of decedent or an- 
other as co-owner, but wherein the element of “right of survivorship” does not 
appear, one-half the value thereof will be considered part of the estate. 

The date of issue or creation of P. O. D. or co-owned assets mentioned imme- 
diately above is not material for inheritance tax purposes. But all such assets 
must be reported in detail for inheritance tax purposes. 

This ruling does not affect closed estates. 

Such ruling makes a marked change in the Director of Revenue’s require- 
ments in reports of estates in which joint assets with right of survivorship are 
involved. 

In all probated estates a complete detailed statement of all such assets must 
be furnished to the Court and attached to the form 12 inventory or form 25 
report, as the case may be. 

In all other estates whether reported for inheritance tax purposes on form 
22, 27, or 12T, the same detailed statement of all joint assets must be included 
with the report. 

It is suggested by A. A. Nattier, Chief of the Inheritance Tax Division, that 
the following heading on the sheet or sheets listing the jointly held assets with 
right of survivorship will supply the necessary information. 

Bs TRIN I Sicasrsitierrconscnebtndsordeeneoensennieoant , deceased—Joint assets descrip- 





The sending of such information with all future reports will save correspond- 
ence and avoid delay in processing. 

















RECENT ADDITIONS TO THE STATE LIBRARY 


RECENT ADDITIONS TO THE STATE LIBRARY 


Claggett, Helen L. The administration of 
justice in Latin America. Oceana pub., 
c. 1952. 


Commerce Clearing House, Inc. Govern- 
ment contracts reporter. 2 v. (a loose- 
leaf service). 


Costa, Jasper S. The law of inventing in 
employment. Central Book Co., 1953. 


Davidson, Henry A., M.D. Forensic psy- 
chiatry. Ronald pr., c. 1952. 


Davis, Helen Miller. Constitutions, elec- 
toral laws, treaties of states in the Near 
and Middle East. Duke U. pr., 1953. 


Dohr, James L., Thompson, George C., 
and Warren, William C. Accounting and 
the law—cases and materials. West pub. 
co., 1952. 


Great Britain. Chronological table and in- 
dex of statutes covering the period from 
1235-1952. Her Majesty's Stationery off., 
1953. 


Haigh, John George, Trial of. Ed. by 
Lord Dunboyne. (Notable British trials 
series) Wm. Hodge, c. 1953. 


Harno, Albert J. Legal education in the 
United States. (A report prepared for 
the Survey of the Legal Profession). 
Bancroft-Whitney, 1953. 


Kinney, J. P. The essentials of American 
timber law. 3d pr. from 1917 plates. 


Forestry Enterprises, 1953. 

Kirk, Paul L. Crime investigation—physi- 
cal evidence and the police laboratory. 
Interscience pub., c. 1953. 


Ladas, Stephen P. The international pro- 
tection of industrial property. Harvard 
U. pr., 1930. 


Lasser, J. K., ed. Estate tax handbook. Mat- 
thew Bender, 1951. 


Lindey, Alexander. Plagiarism and orig- 
inality. Harper, 1952. 


Millar, Robert W. Civil procedure of the 
trial court in historical perspective. The 
Law Center of N.Y.U. for the National 
Conference of Judicial Councils, 1952. 


Mulbar, Harold. Interrogation. Charles C. 
Thomas, c. 1951. 


Nossaman, Walter L. Trust administration 
and taxation. 2 v., Matthew Bender, v. 1, 
1945 with 1951 pocket part; v. 2, 1952. 


Oleck, Howard L. Negligence investiga- 
tion manual. Central Book co., 1953. 


Practising Law Institute: 

Frost, A. Harold. Preparation of a neg- 
ligence case, 1953. 

Gair, Harry A. The trial of a negligence 
action, 1953. 

Kramer, Charles. The medical aspects of 
negligence cases, 1953. 

Roberts, Sidney I. and Warren, William 
C. Income taxation of nonresident 
aliens and foreign corporations, 1953. 


Re, Edward D. Foreign confiscations in 
Anglo-American law. Oceana pub., 1951. 


Séderman, Harry and O'Connell, John J. 
Modern criminal investigation. 4th ed., 
1953. 


University of Kansas City School of Law. 
Law Research and Extension Center. Lec- 
tures on labor law and relations. 1952. 


(Books may be borrowed from the Kansas 
State Library for limited periods of time 
and will be mailed upon request.) 
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AMERICAN BAR CENTER 


Members of the bar are giving an unusual amount of attention to the Amer- 
ican Bar Center planned to begin building in Chicago this summer. According 
to the American Bar Foundation, actual construction was scheduled to begin 
July 15, 1953, and the new building is to be completed within a year. Tenta- 
tive plans are to dedicate the Center in connection with the 1954 annual meet- 
ing of the American Bar Association to be held in Chicago. 


This institution is designed to furnish a national center for research in the 
law and to supply a headquarters for the American Bar Association and or- 
ganizations of the legal profession affiliated with that Association. 


One building will house the headquarters and another will constitute a 
“Service Center” for the entire profession. In the latter will be assembled, for 
the first time in one place, a library of all publications of state and local bar 
associations and other units of the organized bar. This collection is expected, 
eventually, to house this so often ephemeral output of the lawyers in the prin- 
cipal countries of the Free World. 


Research, to be piloted in this second building, will include projects for the 
sections and committees of the American Bar Association and affiliated organi- 
zations. The Center will also be a clearing house for studies by other groups, 
including state and local bar associations and law schools. The activity is 
designed to bring about closer coordination and avoidance of duplication in 
research. 


The American Bar Foundation, whose officers are officers of the American 
Bar Association, has been created to direct this Bar Center and to campaign for 
contributions. The drive for contributions from the bar is directed by a Finance 
Committee, headed by George Maurice Morris of Washington, D. C., a former 
president of the American Bar Association. Campaign directors have been 
selected in each of the States, in Alaska, the Canal Zone, Hawaii, the Philippine 
Islands, Puerto Rico, and the District of Columbia. 


The lawyers will be asked for $1,500,000, to construct the two buildings 
which will consittute the Center, and to launch initial projects. The remainder 
of the $2,000,000 required to erect the Center structures is on hand due to a 
bequest of William Nelson Cromwell of New York and to prior contributions 
by the bar to the building fund. The University of Chicago has given the site. 


A committee headed by Harold J. Gallagher of New York, a former presi- 
dent of the American Bar Association, is seeking an additional $1,500,000, 
from sources outside the profession. 


“This project,” said Mr. Morris, “has arrested attention not only because it 
is the most ambitious project which the unified legal profession has attempted 
anywhere in the world, but because its potentialities for affecting the public 
welfare appear to be so vast. An adequately-financed headquarters for the 
lawyers of the United States should develop their skills in their profession; it 
should improve their stature with the public. Advances in the fact-founded 
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administration of justice, in legislation and in representative democratic gov- 
ernment, are promised on a scale which does not now exist. The public wel- 
fare, the objective to which the profession is dedicated, is an obvious bene- 


ficiary.” 
“The lawyers appear to ‘have something’ in their onditiitine which they 
have long been lacking.” 


Everett E. Steerman of Emporia has been selected as state director for Kan- 
sas for the fund raising campaign. City directors are George Siefkin, Wichita; 
J. Willard Haynes, Kansas City, and Phil Lewis, for Topeka. 


WELCOME TO THE NEW LAWYERS 


In June, 1953, fifty-six successful candidates for admission to the bar took 
their oath before the Supreme Court at Topeka. The Executive Council of this 
Association believes there is a need for liaison between the new attorneys who 
are still seeking associations or other opportunities and those established lawyers 
who desire to offer same or have knowledge thereof. For this purpose, lawyers 
are urged to make use of the Association’s office by forwarding pertinent in- 
formation to John W. Shuart, Executive Secretary, 522 Garlinghouse Build- 
ing, Topeka, Kansas. 


The names and addresses of these admissions were as follows: 


Name Address School 
*Roy D. Gallea 916 N. 9, Neodesha Denver U. 
* John Cornelius Humpage 1112 Tyler, To Washburn 

Billie Joe Porter 409 N. Ken , Roswell, N. M. K.U. 

Ernest Willis Rothfelder Axtell Washburn 

Ronald Richard McEnulty 1407 S. Bleckly, Wichita Washburn 

Albert Leroy Kamas 1917 E. Kellogg, Wichita Oklahoma U. 

William M. Haun 1535 Woodson Ct., Wichita Oklahoma U. 

John Jess Gardner 6927 W. 81, Overland Park My Louis U. 

William Henry Pringle 825 N. A, Arkansas City K.U. 
*Donald Walter Giffin 5048 Parish Drive, Sikes City K.U. 

Stanley Eugene Wisdom 602 S. Estelle, Wichita Washburn 

Charles Chase McCarter Hillcrest Apts., Wichita Washburn 

Dan Hopson, Jr. Phillipsburg K.U. 

James Elmer Benfer, Jr. 2113 Wayne, Topeka Washburn 
*Louis Dale James Stockton Washburn 
*Constance Margaret Achterberg Lincoln K.U. 

Sterling Sadler Waggener 820 N. 5, Atchison K.U. 

Kenneth Duane Travis 1309 Cedar, Concordia K. U. 
*Thomas Michael Burns 720 W. 2, El Dorado K.U. 
* Narra Sherill Smith 1731 Grove, Topeka Washburn 

Phillip Scott Mellor 2401 W. 37, Wichita Washburn 
*Herbert Allen Kelley 1314 Forest, Topeka Washburn 
*Robert Leroy Bock 2237 Jardine Drive, Wichita Washburn 

Robert Max Gaither 1611 Plass, Topeka Washburn 
i Robert Wilson Meade K.U. 

ry Joseph Herrman Hays St. Louis U. 
_ pret! Boller Berkley 1321 W. 14, Topeka Washburn 
*Kenneth A. Kueny 3280 Coronado, Kansas City U. of Kansas City 

Emil Claus Anderson, Jr. 1 South 23, Kansas City K. U. 

Dolly Eloris Ralston Anderson 1 South 23, Kansas City K.U. 

David Herbert Conn 5600 W. 62, Mission K.U. 
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Name Address School 
*Harold Richard Riggs 114 Lane O, Sunflower K.U. 
Jerre Franklin Hersh, Jr 12202 W. 56, Shawnee K.U. 
*Richard Dean Towanda K.U. 
Jack Richard Euler Wathena Washburn 
Sherman 1345 Vermont, Lawrence K.U. 
*Bill Dean 409 Columbian Bidg., ped ag Washburn 
John Mathews — Lippe 8004 Lee Blvd., Kansas City, Mo. K.U. 
James Elmer J 512E. 1, Newton Washburn 
Ruby Lee Biggs Box 556, Lawrence K.U. 
*Bernard Leon Hausherr Box 556, Lawrence K.U 
* Michael A. 1011 Huntoon, T. Washburn 
*John Wilbur Sowers 3844 E. 2, Wichita K.U. 
*Guy L. Goodwin 5203 E. Douglas, Wichita K.U. 
Don Burton Stahr 2401 W. 26, T Washburn 
Robert Donald Kemper 351 Elmwood, opeka Washburn 
— Cecil Hite Hiawatha + 
Stanley Meysing Marion a 
Laurence Bernhardt Silks Merriam U. of Kansas City 
Richard Blair Barnett 3125 W. 17, To Michigan U. 
Warren Eugene Groves 1303 Coolidge, Wichita K.U. 
* John Edward Lancelot 1633 N. Harding, Wichita K.U 
*Lynn Dexter Smith, Jr 3712 Churchill Road, Topeka Washburn 
* William Randolph Tincher 929 N. Holyoke, Wichita Washburn 
Alonzo Jay Fipps 317 S. Volutsia, Wichita Washburn 
*Donald Clement 1612 College, Topeka Washburn 


*Member of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas. 


NEW MEMBERS, 1953 
OF THE BAR ASSOCIATION OF THE STATE OF KANSAS 






























































Name Address 
Harvey D. Ashworth Apt. 75, Washburn Campus, Topeka 
Michael A. Barbara 1011 Huntoon, Topeka 
Robert B. Berkley 1321 W. 14th, Topeka 
Robert L. Bock 2237 Jardine, Wichita 
Donald C. Burkley 1612 College, Topeka 
Thomas M. Burns. EI Dorado 
Paul R. Conrad. 521 Washburn, Topeka 
John B. Fillinger 647 S. Phillips, Salina 
Roy D. Gallea. 916 N. 9th, Neodesha 
Theodore C. Geisert 801 1st National Bank Bldg., Wichita 
Eugene W. Hiatt 4316 Dixie Ct., Kansas City 
Richard C. Hite 409 Miami Sc., Hiawatha 
John C. Humpage. 1112 Tyler, Topeka 
Louis D. James. Osborne 
Kenneth A. Kueny 3280 Coronado, Kansas City 
John E. Lancelot 1633 N. Harding, Wichita 
A. A. Perkins Box 543, Lawrence 
Richard D. Randall R. R. 1, Towanda 
Bill D. Strange. 409 Columbian Bldg., Topeka 
Abraham Weinlood 402 1st National Bank Bldg., Hutchinson 


James R. Wilson 


Meade 

















Annual Meeting Scenes 





New officers of the Bar association took over at the conclusion of the 71st or a 
business session at the Lassen Hotel late Saturday. Left to right are L. J. El Dorado, 
president; Claude I. Depew, Wichita, president-elect; Claude E. Chalfane, sh aay vice 
president, and Wesley E. Brown, Hutchinson, member of the executive council. 


( Eagle Staff Photo) 





Pictured are principals in the annual Kansas Bar association gridiron type production at the 
Arcadia theater Saturday night. Left to right are Enos Hook, who rayed President Eisen- 
a Leo Mulloy, who had the role of Gov. Edward F. Arn, and ge Powers, director of 
the show. 


( Eagle Staff Phote) 





More Annual Meeting Scenes 





Members of the Kansas house judiciary committee were entertained Saturday evening at the 

Broadview by members of the Sedgwick county legislative delegation. Left to right are Charles 

Lawrence, speaker of the House in the 1953 legislature; Rep. John Madden, Wichita; 

Sen. Garner Shriver, Wichita; Sen. Paul Wunsch, Kingman, president pro tem of the senate; 
William J. Wertz, state supreme court justice, and Rep. Vernon L. Williams, Wichita. 


( Eagle Staff Photo) 





Final Kansas Bar association convention plans were discussed at the Lassen Hotel Wednesday 
night by Beryl R. Johnson (center), president, and John W. Shuart (right), executive secre- 
mt wtih Robert Langenwalter, secretary of the Wichita Bar association. Johnson and Shuart are 

Topeka. The 71st annual bar convention opened Thursday, April 23, 
(aueis Staff Photo) 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 24, 1953—LASSEN HOTEL BALLROOM 


INVOCATION 


The REv. FLoyp Q. Davipson, Executive Secretary, Wichita Council of 
Churches: Eternal God, our Creator, operator and provider for the laws of the 
universe, we pause now to invoke Thy blessing. Even as we wait before Thee, 
we are aware that Thou art always ready to bless us, even more than we are 
prepared to accept the genuine blessing that is Thy divine plan and law. We 
are grateful for the endowment of intelligence, and for the ability to discover 
Thy laws. We know that Thy justice is the justice of righteousness and in- 
tegrity, and we will ask to become increasingly sensitive to Thy will and the 
deeper justice that is inherent in Thy plan for all mankind. Direct us, that we 
may be worthy servants of Thine, bringing about this justice and righteousness 
among us; for it is in Thy spirit that we will both pray and work. Amen. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: I now declare this Seventy-first Annual Meeting of 
the Bar Association of the State of Kansas regularly convened. 


Before proceeding, I believe you would be interested to note the persons to 
whom we are indebted for the opening ceremony that you witnessed so well 
performed this morning. The member of the Wichita Bar Association in charge 
of details is Robert Morton. The trumpet call was sounded by Robert Webster 
of the University of Wichita. The singing of the Star Spangled Banner was by 
Miss Phyllis Danielson, Honorary Colonel of the University of Wichita 
ROTC. She was accompanied at the piano by Betty Jo Cross. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONVENTION COMMITTEES 


The first item of business this morning is the announcement of the Conven- 
tion Committees which will serve throughout this Convention. The Committee 
on Rules, Claude E. Chalfant, Chairman, of Hutchinson, Richard Scovel of 
Independence, C. R. Holland of Russell. The Committee on Resolutions, 
Howard W. Harper, Chairman, of Junction City, Tom Lillard, Jr., of Salina, 
Clifford R. Hope, Jr., of Garden City, Blake A. Williamson, Kansas City, and 
John W. MacGregor of Medicine Lodge. The Committee on Nominations, 
John B. Pierson, Chairman, of Ottawa, Clayton M. Davis, Topeka, and J. B. 
Patterson of Wichita. 

It is custmoary that we who come to the host city of the Convention are 
properly welcomed and it is proper and fitting that that welcome be extended 
by the President of the host Bar. I therefore give you J. Wirth Sargent, who 
will welcome us to the Convention. 


GREETINGS AND RESPONSE 


J. WiRTH SARGENT: Mr. President, members of the Kansas Bar: This As- 
sociation has many features to commend itself to the lawyers of Kansas. You 
will see those features on your program, and I know they are what you are 




















13 





PROCEEDINGS OF THE SEVENTY-FIRST ANNUAL MEETING 


interested in. This is a custom; I know I have been to other bar conventions, 
somebody’s welcomed us, and I have never remembered what they have said, 
and I don’t suppose you have either. As a custom, I don’t know how long it’s 
existed, but I would say it is time to kill it. You fellows all know that you are 
welcome, I know it, and now, on behalf of the Wichita Bar Association, I am 
going to tell Mr. Jack Bond that all of you fellows are welcome. Mr. Bond, 
you certainly are welcome to this meeting. Thank you. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Undoubtedly those remarks will inspire some oratory 
from the President-Elect of our Association; therefore I introduce to you L. J. 
Bond of El Dorado. 


PRESIDENT-ELECT L. J. BOND: Mr. President, members of the Kansas Bar 
Association, Mr. Sargent, ladies and gentlemen: 


I do know that the members of the Kansas Bar Association are always wel- 
come at Wichita. We appreciate the fine hospitality they extend to us. They 
are always ready to meet us halfway; in fact they will go farther than that— 
the President of the Association came over to Butler County not long ago and 
sued one of our clients, and such hospitality is really appreciated. Now I do 
know that when we come to Wichita we always have a fine time and the lawyers 
of Wichita really go all-out to show us a wonderful time here. It isn’t an easy 
thing to put on these fine bar programs; but it just happens that they have talent 
here in Wichita among the lawyers. I don’t know whether we always express 
our appreciation fully or not, but I think this is the time, Mr. Sargent, to tell 
you that we do appreciate the fine things the Wichita Bar Association has done. 
The members have spent a great deal of time and money on these meetings. 
We accept your hospitality, and hope that we conduct ourselves as we should. 
1 know how Wrong-Way Corrigan feels now—I got on one of these streets 
on which the cars seemed to be going the wrong way. Anyway, I know you 
will have a grand time, and I know we appreciate everything you do for us. 
Thank you. 


PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: We in our lives as lawyers are governed by prece- 
dent. We tell our clients what we think is the precedent established by the 
appellate courts, and we tell them what we hope that the appellate court will 
do in their case; but we all know we can’t be sure in advance whether the 
appellate court will follow the precedent. Precedent in this Association re- 
quires the next step on the program. Our new Constitution and By-Laws adopt- 
ed last year contains these words: At the annual meeting of the Association the 
President—quote—shall give an appropriate address—end of quote. 


The words “shall” and “must,” we all know well; we know how we have to 
guard ourselves about those things; but I take it by our Constitution and By- 
Laws that the individual has a right to put his own interpretation upon the 
word “appropriate.” I choose, therefore, to say that it is appropriate that these 
remarks be short. It is also necessary, and therefore appropriate, that they be 
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shortened, because we have a crowded program. There may be something on 
the printed page in the August issue of the Bar Journal that carries the pro- 
ceedings of this meeting—if you should happen accidentally to read any of 
those proceedings—you may see something under the heading of President's 
Address that you didn’t hear here this morning. I don’t say you won't hear what 
is said because you are asleep—I know better than that—no lawyer ever went to 
a convention and fell asleep during any part of it! 

My thoughts have been a little along the reminiscent side during the past 
several months in contemplation of this meeting. I don’t remember personally, 
of course, back to 1883 when this organization was formed, but I can by check- 
ing the records find that out of the 71 years, or 70 full years past, that I have 
been in continuous membership in this organization for 30 of those 70 years. 
Now I am not extolling the present president of this organization, but merely 
giving you a few words of my personal appreciation for the fact that during 
those 30 years it has been my privilege to serve the Association six and one-half 
years as Secretary-Treasurer, and due to the kindness of the members of the 
Association, was given the privilege of becoming President of the organization, 
thus rounding out nearly ten years of very active service, all of which was pleas- 
ant, some of it was hard. But this is my opportunity, I think, to express my 
personal appreciation to the Association for the kindness you have given me, 
and especially the fine cooperation that has been given to the officers and to 
the Executive Council of the Association during the past year. Time is far too 
short to give a personal word to each of those responsible. 


You know we have come a long way in this organization since a mere hand- 
ful of lawyers met in the State House in the Supreme Court room back in 1883, 
but we have had even less attendance at meetings down through the years. 
I recall the meeting in 1945 in Topeka in the days when the restrictions were 
against the gathering of more than 50 people in any one place. We had planned 
just a business meeting. The members of the Executive Council and the offi- 
cers were there and every member of the Association was given the opportunity 
to be present, of course, but when we walked into the assembly room that morn- 
ing something happened that I shall never forget. I walked in with my secre- 
tary’s books and spread them out like John does here every time, about 15 
minutes ahead of the meeting, and lo! and behold, there was a member of the 
Association sitting among the audience chairs. I walked over to him and said, 
“Judge Hutchison, I am very happy to have you here at this convention.” I 
said, “You know it wouldn’t be a meeting of the State Bar Association, or any 
association of lawyers in the State of Kansas, if you were not present.” As he 
held my hand a sly little smile came out from around the corner of his mous- 
tache, and he said, “Johnson, you know it just so happened that I had a little 
business in Topeka today.” 

So I say we got down to the bottom in attendance in conventions in 1945 
when only one member of the Association outside of the official family at- 
tended the convention. Now, we crowd the convention city, we fight for rooms; 
we don’t have enough hotels, even in Wichita, to take care of all of us. We 
have from seven to nine hundred or a thousand men coming to these conven- 
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tions every year. We have a membership that has increased from that mere 
handful of men who met in the Supreme Court room to 1500, which is not 
very far shy, by the way, of the total lawyers credited to the entire State of 
Kansas; and we operate as a voluntary organization. 

Throughout that period of time, the program of the State Bar Association 
has increased many, many fold. We now haw in operation a full-time Asso- 
ciation office, adequately and ably staffed by full-time persons working for the 
benefit of us as members of the Association and for the benefit of the Bar as a 
whole. The office is the hub of the wheel from which many of the things in 
our program start. We are doing through the work of the various Committees 
of the Association many, many things, not only for our own benefit as mem- 
bers of the State Association, but for the benefit of our profession as a whole, 
and this includes the elevation of the dignity of the legal profession in the minds 
of the lay public. These are things that have started within more recent years, 
due to the untiring efforts and work of the many members of the Association, 
springing from the resourcefulness of the Public Relations Committee, not too 
long established in this organization. 

Then during this past year, we started something as an experiment which 
proved to be highly successful, largely on account of the energy and industry 
of the members of the Wichita Bar Association and also the interest of the 
members of the Committees of our Association in the work and functioning of 
those several Committees. We established a mid-year meeting, and if I were 
making a recommendation to this meeting, President-Elect Jack and your Of- 
ficial Council, it would be that the mid-year meeting started last year may be- 
come a regular part of the program of the State Association. A day of work on 
the part of the members of the Association, meeting together in the same place 
where they can exchange ideas, is all for the benefit of our Association as a 
whole and for our profession throughout our State and the nation. 


I have heard nothing but favorable comment since coming to Wichita day 
before yesterday, about the fact that we are having our annual meeting in April 
instead of May. You know we used to have the annual meetings of the State 
Bar Association around Kansas Day, and it got to the point where some of the 
people suggested, and some of the members suggested—I don’t know just ex- 
actly what political party they belonged to, but some of them suggested—that 
it was apparent that the State Bar Association was a mere adjunct of the Re- 
publican Party and the celebration of Kansas Day, and that therefore we ought 
to divorce it from that day. We did; we have held it in November, and Septem- 
ber, and other parts of the year; but I have found universal approval of the 
fact that we are meeting now in April. As the meeting goes on, we will see how 
that meets with the approval of the members. 


I promised you not to give you a long dissertation on some dry subject. I 
promised it to bé short. I fear that I have gone about five minutes over the 
time I have allotted, but suffice it to say that I am personally very happy to be 
able to work with you throughout this Convention, that I will continue in my 
interest and activity in the Association; and I know, not because of the things 
that I have personally done in the Association, but because of the splendid men 
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who have worked as officers in this Association over the last 70 years and those 
of you who are members and will be members, that this grand Association of 
the Bar of the State of Kansas will go to heights as yet undreamed of by us. 
That is my wish, and in a sense a sort of swan song. Thank you very much. 


The next item on the program is the report of the Executive Secretary, which 
will include the recommendations of the Executive Council. We will now hear 


from John W. Shuart, of Topeka. 


SECRETARY'S ANNUAL REPORT 


Mr. President and Members of the Association: 


Your Executive Secretary, for the first time, can report on a year of operation 
of your headquarters office, on membership, finances and general association 
activity since the last annual meeting. In the reports of the committees to 
follow, you will learn in detail of the increased activity of each and of their 
recommendations for the future. You will also learn of the manner in which 
our office has assisted them in their efforts during the year. I will, therefore, 
not describe these activities in detail. 

At the end of 1952, some 1400 members were carried upon the association’s 
rolls, a drop in memberships of around 100 from the 1951 total of 1500. 
This was not surprising in view of the fact that the dues during 1952 were 
doubled. Memberships paid to date are 1100 and this total includes about 50 
who did not pay dues in the association in 1952. The active support of all 
members of the association in membership solicitation will help us have even 
more of the 2000 practicing attorneys in the state as members and as partici- 
pants in our program. 

On May 23, 1952, at the last annual meeting, I reported that the balance 
in the association’s treasury was $19,758.19. The balance today is $22,597.99. 
Just as at the last annual meeting, this total reflects dues and other receipts 
received up to this annual meeting. As then, it does not include dues paid at 
this meeting, registration fees and the bulk of the meeting expense. Total re- 
ceipts since the last meeting were $27,781.66 and the total disbursements were 
$24,941.86. Disbursements during 1952 were held under the budget that was 
set up for the year. As provided in the By-Laws of the Association, an audit was 
made last year by the firm of Garrison & Gresser, certified public accountants, 
of Topeka. A detailed financial report is attached hereto and made a part of 
this report. 

During the year the Executive Council has diligently attended to association 
matters, having had meetings in Hutchinson on July 12; in Wichita on Octo- 
ber 10; in Winfield on December 6 and yesterday noon here in Wichita. Be- 
cause of the close proximity of President Johnson, I know of the daily attention 
he has given to association matters. He has never been too busy to discuss any 
question of concern to the association and to me. 

The meeting of the Executive Council on October 10 was held in conjunction 
with the first Mid-Year meeting of the association. This meeting afforded op- 
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portunity for the chairmen and members of the association’s committees to come 
together and plan their activities for the year. Members of every one of the 
standing and special committees journeyed from all parts of Kansas to this one- 
day meeting in Wichita. I believe the success of this meeting will be evident 
in the committee reports that will be made here today and tomorrow. 


During the year, your Executive Secretary has attended many meetings of the 
local and regional bars. I hope that I will be able to attend a greater number 
this year. Last September it was my privilege to attend the annual meeting of 
the American Bar Association in San Francisco. While attending the meetings 
with the secretaries of the other state associations I had the opportunity to ex- 
change ideas and learn of the manner in which their associations function. A 
year ago we had engaged in no activities new to the other states but we are now 
beginning to receive inquires concerning our School Program and other activi- 
ties. 


Up to this point, this report has dealt with those items that I am best able to 
report. Now I would like to direct our attention to the future. The record of the 
past year should speak for itself. We should concern ourselves with the future 
and profit from our mistakes and omissions. We should concern ourselves with 
what is to be done and not what has been done. 


It has been said that the executive secretary is like the engineer of a locomo- 
tive, he must concern himself with where the tracks ahead lead. He must watch 
out for cars on the track, open switches, hot-boxes, and try to run on schedule. 
With this in mind I would point out some of the things I believe we should 
have as objectives. 


Public Relations: We have just made a start. In our Speakers’ Bureau pro- 
gram and our School Program, we have something in which every member of 
the association can have a part. Law is practiced in the community. The key- 
stone of a lawyer’s public relations is there in his face to face contact with the 
public. Public relations’ life blood must be supplied both on this level and on 
the association level. Neither can be supplanted, each must complement the 
other. 


Ethics: High standards must be maintained. Though they are not given pub- 
licity, matters keep coming befure our Committee on Professional Ethics. Most 
complaints are unfounded but all complainants receive full answers. Prompt 
and equal discipline should put offending attorneys back in line where required. 


Local Bar Associations: We should work to assist and encourage truly active 
and strong local bar associations. Where local bar associations prosper, the 
statewide association prospers. Several of our local bars are outstanding. We 
desire to assist and encourage the other local bar associations over the state. 


Legal Institutes: The law is becoming more complex each day. Continuing 
education through attendance at legal institutes helps the lawyer keep up. The 
opportunity for members of the bar to come together outside the courtroom 
will strengthen the local and state associations. We should have more and bet- 
ter institutes. 
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Membership: Though association membership is high for a voluntary asso- 
ciation, we have room for considerable improvement. By seeking nearly 100% 
support, we can further strengthen the association both economically and func- 
tionally. 

Legislation: Probably more association backed legislation was passed at this 
last session of the legislature than ever before. However, we should fully ex- 
plore desired legislation and when adopted by a strong majority of the mem- 
bers of the association we should all cooperate on securing passage. 

Each of the association’s committees is concerned with an important aspect 
of the association’s established purposes. Each bears an important relationship 
to the success of the whole. With their objectives formulated and the sights of 
the association set high, this coming year can be one of high accomplishment. 


JOHN W. SHUART, Executive Secretary. 


ANNUAL FINANCIAL STATEMENT 
May 21, 1952, to April 23, 1953 



































Balance at May 21, 1952 $19,758.19 
RECEIPTS 
1951 Dues PERUSAL AE SNCS $ 20.00 
NIN Asiana asithsis tons ccuuncesdimancenaentrebeninieibeenes 3,646.00 
SID setieih stiteisinabanicssiastbaitenenannldabeiiaanictieae 19,784.50 
$23,450.50 
1952 Annual Meeting; Registration, Banquet ............ $ 2,628.00 
Fire Association of Philadelphia; Secretary's salary...... 551.31 
Miscellaneous Income 58.79 
$ 3,238.10 
JOURNAL: 

Advertising $ 895.50 
Subscriptions and Extra Copies Sold 197.56 

$ 1,093.06 $27,781.66 

Total Receipts and Beginning Balance................ $47,539.85 

DISBURSEMENTS 

1952 Annual Meeting Expenses $ 3,034.06 
1953 Annual Meeting Expenses 800.00 
Capper Printing Co.—Journals (Aug. and Nov.) ...... 3,182.05 
Executive Council Expenses 51.07 


Rent 817.50 
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Telephone 191.58 

Salaries—After W.T. and F.I.C.A. 7,253.05 

Collector of Internal Revenue—W.T. and F.I.C.A....... 979.53 

Public Relations Committee 3,407.98 

Travel Expense—Executive Secretary 1,779.99 

Stationery, Postage, Supplies 1,966.19 

Duplicate dues refunded 45.00 

A.B.A. Meeting Expenses 240.37 

Miscellaneous Expenses 721.08 

Committee Expenses 58.70 

National Conference of Bar Presidents 25.00 

Topeka Chamber of Commerce dues 35.00 

Bond and Insurance premiums 160.41 

Office Equipment 85.38 

Personal Property taxes 32.92 

Audit—Garrison & Gresser 75.00 $24,941.86 
Bank Balance at April 23, 1953 $22,597.99 





Balance at April 23, 1953, represented by: 
Checking Account, Merchants National Bank, Topeka................ $ 2,597.99 
Checking Account, Special Fund, Merchants National Bank, 

T 





10,000.00 

Savings Account, Merchants National Bank, Topeka .................. 5,000.00 
Savings Account, Capitol Federal Bldg. & Loan, Topeka.............- 5,000.00 
$22,597.99 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: The next item on the program is a report by the 
Editor of the Bar Journal, Franklin Corrick, Topeka. 


REPORT OF EDITOR OF THE BAR JOURNAL 


FRANKLIN CORRICK: Mr. President, members of the Association: Follow- 
ing the example set by my two previous fellow-officers, I shall try to finish in 
five minutes, and I shall not go into details, as in the example set by Mr. Shuart. 

A little over two decades ago, this Association commenced publishing quar- 
tetrly bar journals. Since that time, many excellent articles, comments, re- 
ports and recommendations have been made by the members of this Associa- 
tion and of the two law schools. In view of the previous reports made by the 
various editors of this Association, especially those made by our distinguished 
first editor, W. E. Stanley, I do not think that a detailed report at this time is 
necessary. 

I am sure that the three former editors, W. E. Stanley, J. B. Patterson and 
John Eberhardt, will agree that the problems and difficulties of the editor of 
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the Journal are never the same. The principal problem is. that of obtaining 
proper material at the proper time for publication in the Journal. 

Regardless of how much individual lawyers in each state may be interested in 
the jurisprudence of the country as a whole, I believe it is true that they are 
more interested in the law and in the practice of their particular state. Material 
which has appeared in the Journal deals primarily with the law of this State 
and the carrying out of the objects and purposes of this Association as set forth 
in the Constitution and By-Laws. Of course, some material of nationwide scope 
is included in the Bar Journal; for example, the federal treaty power amend- 
ment, and the possibility of amending our federal Constitution—articles on 
that subject. One just appeared in the February, 1953, issue, and we expect to 
see more on that subject, because it may vitally affect our jurisdiction. 


Bar Associations have changed in recent years, according to a recent book 
written and prepared by Dean Roscoe Pound and dated 1953, as a part of the 
_ Survey of the American Bar Association. The title of this book is “Lawyers 
from Antiquity to Modern Times.” The gist of one of his statements is that the 
old type of bar association consisting of annual dinner meetings and speeches 
is being replaced by those with definite purposes in advancing professional aims 
and the improving of the substantive as well as the procedural law. Dean 
Pound does not attempt to explain fully why this has happened, but I quote 
from the Journal of Legal Education, 5th Volume, page 12, which includes 
the statement that bar associations all over the country are beginning to realize 
“that law is not a technique first to be learned and thereafter practiced for the 
remainder of a professional lifetime.” Bar associations everywhere seem to 
be sensing that continuous self-education and post-admission legal education 
can best be accomplished through the planning and support of programs in 
which the members of the Bar take an active part. 

In addition to the various association programs today and tomorrow, there 
will be discussions of recent developments in certain phases of the law, such 
as automobile insurance, oil and gas, tax law, estate planning, and professional 
ethics. It has been the custom of this Association to print these reports and 
discussions in the Bar Journal for all to read and study. These sectional dis- 
cussionss have been referred to by Henry F. Goodrich, now Judge of the United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals, Third Circuit, as “post-graduate courses which 
lawyers are giving each other.” However, Judge Goodrich believes that merely 
listening to such discussions may not help unless that is followed by conscien- 
tious study. preparation and performance. 


While there are many other ways in which the Journal serves the members 
of this Association, this is one of the ways of insuring that some questions which 
have been considered in open forum between lawyers will be available to all 
the members through the pages of the Journal. 

Now in conclusion, I wish to report that in order to publish the proceedings 
of this meeting and other material such as may be determined as soon as pos- 
sible after this meeting, it may be necessary to delay the May issue for several 
weeks. However, that has not been determined as yet. Otherwise, the minutes 
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of this meeting would not be published until the August issue. This would be 
a change in policy due to the advancement of the annual meeting date of the 
Association from May to April. I thank you. (Applause) 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Thank you, Mr. Editor. I might revert for a minute 
to some of the remarks made in the report of the Executive Secretary a few 
minutes ago. Of course with our meeting being held a month earlier this year 
than last, some of the figures that he gave you might cause a little confusion 
in our minds. Eleven hundred members at the present time is very good; you 
all know that there are a good many of you who pay dues when you come to 
the Convention, and we fully anticipate that by the end of this Convention and 
in the course of the next two or three months, probably at least by the end of 
this year, our membership will be at least 1500, because we generally catch up 
quite a few members during the Convention and afterward until the end of the 
calendar year. 


The next item on the program is a report of the Convention Rules Com- 
mittee, Claude E. Chalfant, Hutchinson, Chairman. 


CONVENTION RULES 


CLAUDE E. CHALFANT (Chairman, Rules Committee): Mr. President, 
your Committee on Rules and Order reports as follows: 


1. The order of business shall be the order set out in the printed program, 
Provided, however, the President may have such changes as he may deem nec- 
essary or expedient. 

2. Any member desiring to speak on any question shall first arise and ad- 
dress the Chairman, and shall not proceed further until recognized. Before 
beginning his remarks he shall state clearly his name and residence. 

3. No member shall speak more than once upon the same subject, and 
then not to exceed five (5) minutes, except by special consent of the assembly. 

4. All resolutions shall be presented in writing and shall be referred to the 
Resolutions Committee for recommendation. 

5. Except as above provided, Roberts Rules of Order shall prevail. 

Respectfully submitted, 
CLAUDE E. CHALFANT, Chairman, 


RICHARD SCOVEL, 
C. R. HOLLAND. 


Mr. CHALFANT: I move the adoption of the report. 

(Motion seconded, and carried.) 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: We will now proceed to the reports of the various 
Association Committees. First is the Citizenship Committee, Everett E. Steer- 
man, Emporia, Chairman. I am advised that he stepped out a minute ago and 
will be back in a few minutes. We will proceed with the next report until Mr. 
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Steerman gets here. That Committee is the Committee on Court Procedure. 
Thomas M. Lillard of Topeka is Chairman, but unfortunately unable to be 
with us today. One of the most active members of that Committee, James E. 
Taylor, has kindly consented to give us a report of the work of that Committee. 
Mr. Taylor. 


COURT PROCEDURE 


JAMES E. TAYLOR: Mr. President, members of the State Bar Association: 
This report will be rather rambling because I knew nothing of it until this 
morning, and was asked to make it because of the unfortunate illness of our 
Chairman, Mr. Lillard. This Committee met at the mid-year meeting and at 
that time it was determined that we should prepare and introduce to the Legis- 
lature at the 1953 session a bill which would look toward the study and com- 
parison of the rules of civil procedure which were originally found in Kansas in 
1909, and such a bill was introduced in the Legislature, which passed the House 
of Representatives, and provided in substance for the study and comparison 
of our present code of civil procedure and rules of federal procedure, not with 
the idea of recommending any particular rule or any particular change, but 
rather, to make the study. Your Committee members appreciate very much 
the untiring efforts of President Beryl Johnson, the Executive Secretary Mr. 
Shuart, and of Mr. Lillard, who appeared before the committees and explained 
the proposal and did very much of good sound constructive work. It went into 
the Senate, and there again certain changes were made. The changes which 
werfe proposed to the Senate Judiciary Committee met with approval, and a 
bill was worked out which we thought was sound, but to that bill was attached 
an appropriation bill, and as most of you know, the Legislature felt that too 
much spending was going on, and that killed the bill in the closing session. 

However, we feel that a step has been made, and while this Committee has 
not met since the legislative session, I feel that its membership believes that the 
Committee should be continued and that the incoming Committee should de- 
vote itself and its efforts toward the education of the Bar of the State of Kan- 
sas to the proposal that was instituted, so that when the next session comes along 
we will have a better unified group of individuals working for the changes 
which such a study may make necessary. 

Mr. President, I move the adoption of this report. 


(Motion seconded, and carried.) 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: I will take this opportunity to express appreciation 
for the keen interest and fine assistance that Justice Walter Thiele gave in the 
various meetings pertaining to the code of civil procedure legislation. He was 
always willing to be of assistance to us with suggestions, personally appeared 
as Chairman of the Kansas Judicial Council, and lent a lot of good force and 
support to the matter. We thank you, Justice Thiele, very much. 

The next item of business is the report of the Citizenship Committee, by 
Everett E. Steerman of Emporia. Mr. Steerman. He says he isn’t going to read 
all those files, gentlemen, so don’t get worried. 
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CITIZENSHIP 


EVERETT E. STEERMAN: Mr. President, and members of the Association: 
The Committee on Citizenship desires to make the following report. 


On October 10, 1952, your Committee on Citizenship held a meeting in 
conjunction with the meeting of the Council at Wichita, Kansas, and a num- 
ber of the members of the committee were in attendance. At that time con- 
sideration was given as to a state-wide program to be undertaken on this subject. 


The Congress of the United States, with the approval of President Truman, 
has designated the 17th day of September as “Citizenship Day” to commemorate 
the signing of the Constitution of the United States on the 17th day of Septem- 
ber, 1787. The committee believes that an appropriate program should be set 
up for Citizenship Day on September 17, 1953, and that this committee should 
solicit the cooperation of the school officials in each of the public schools in 
each of the towns and cities of this state to bring such a program to the atten- 
tion of the school children and the public generally. Possibly this program 
should include all of the rural schools as well. Material looking toward this 
program is now being assembled, and a meeting will be held for adoption of 
such a program early in the summer. 


In connection with this observance of Citizenship Day, the establishment of 
any program in commemoration of the signing of the Constitution should have 
the wholehearted and active support of the local bar associations, and of each 
and every member of the bar. No doubt, there will be a place in any such pro- 
gram undertaken in each locality for a short address on the Constitution itself. 


Another program that could be undertaken by this committee would be the 
establishment in each county of this state of a program recognizing the attain- 
ing of majority by each young man and woman, with particular emphasis on 
the responsibility and duties of the voter. Such a program has heretofore been 
undertaken with success in some of the counties of this sttae, but due to condi- 
tions brought about by the war, such programs were dropped or curtailed. 


Your Committee on Citizenship solicits the assistance of each member of the 
bar, and any suggestions as to other fields of endeavor pertaining to the subject 
will be welcome, as well as those pertaining to the program which has been 
given consideration and which is to be adopted. 


Respectfully submitted, 
LEON N. ROULIER, Max WYMAN, 
WILLIAM Roy KIRBY, RAYMOND D. McComss, 
DEAN G. OsTRUM, ERNEST YARNEVICH, 
ROBERT STONE JOHNSON, ROBERT M. BOND, 
JOHN H. LEHMAN, GEORGE B. Powers, Ex-officio, 
FERD E. EVANS, JR., EVERETT E. STEERMAN, Chairman. 


Mr. STEERMAN: I move the adoption of this report. 
(Motion seconded, and carried.) 
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EVERETT E. STEERMAN: Mr. Chairman, while I am here, I am the Chair- 
man of two other Committees. The Committee on War Work, I might say 
that we are prepared to take <are of any legal matters of the members of the 
military service as we did during the last war. We have taken care of many 
problems, and I appreciate that very much. I am not going to read the short 
report I have prepared, but I move that this Committee be continued so that 
we can give the men in the military service continued service. 


(Motion seconded, and carried. ) 


WAR WORK 


The Special Committee on War Work desires to make the following re- 


port. 

This committee came into existence during World War II to give legal 
assistance tu members of the armed forces of the United States, and during said 
war period a large volume of legal work was handled by this large committee, 
which consists of the State Chairman and at least one member in each county 
of the state. 

Dur:ng this past year a large number of matters came to the attention of 
the Chairman and were forwarded and handled by members of the commit- 
tee, many of these matters having to do with divorce actions, some pertaining 
to custody of minor children, and some as to the adjustment and payment of 
debts. All of these matters, so far as the Chairman of the Committee has been 
informed, have been handled to the satisfaction of the party in the military 
service. 

The revised Compendium of the Kansas Laws covering many of the prob- 
lems of the men in the armed forces has been distributed during the past year 
to Legal Assistance Officers, particularly in foreign services, and this has been 
of great assistance to those individuals in advising with the men in the services. 
The material for this Compendium was originally prepared and again revised 
by the committee and was published by the West Publishing Company for 
distribution. 

The work of this committee will continue so long as we have men in the 
military service, and particularly with overseas duties, and therefore, it is the 
recommendation of the committee that it be continued so long as this condi- 
tion coatinues to exist. 


Respectfullyy submitted, 
EVERETT E. STEERMAN, Chairman. 


EVERETT E. STEERMAN: The other special committee is that on Legal Aid, 
on which we had some discussion two or three years ago and decided we could 
not establish a program. Now this is a matter we wil] have to deal with; further 
study should be made, and I am recommending that the Committee be con- 
tinued. I have a small report on this, which will be printed in the Bar Journal. 

(Motion seconded, and carried. ) 
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LEGAL AID 


The Special Committee on Legal Aid desires to submit the following report. 


By action of the members of this Association at the last annual meeting, the 
Committee on Legal Aid was continued for the purpose of further study and 
further report at this meeting. 

During the past year a great deal of new data and informative material on 
legal aid has been set up and administered in the several states and has come 
to the attention of the Chairman and members of the committee. As pointed 
out in former reports to this Association, legal aid organizations are coming 
into existence at a rapid rate. Many of these have been organized by state and 
local bar associations, and probably such organizations should be created by 
the organized bar. It would seem that where the organized bar is not accepting 
this responsibility, however, that other independent organizations are coming 
into existence, and some of them have now become important in the field of 
legal aid, and some operate on a national scale, having branches in all of the 
larger cities throughout the United States. Most of these organizations have 
the cooperation and assistance of the local bar associations. 


The committee would like to again call to the attention of the members 
of this Association the bound volumes and articles in various periodicals and 
magazines pertaining to this subject matter, which have been named in former 
reports, and anyone who is interested can find a great deal of material in their 
local libraries, because the subject is not one that is confined to legal periodicals. 


The only local active Legal Aid Associations in this state are in our larger 
Cities, and so far as your committee has been informed, they are sponsored and 
the work is being accomplished by the local bar associations. No doubt, the 
time will come when this Association will want to create some plan of legal 
aid to be put into effect in the State of Kansas, but from the information which 
your committee has been able to secure, no definite recommendation for such 
a plan is being made at this time. 


It is the recommendation of your committee, however, that this committee 
be continued for further study and report at the next annual meeting of this 
Association, and that any matters coming from outside of the State of Kansas 
or other matters that come to the attention of the officers of this Association, 
be forwarded to the Committee on Legal Aid for its consideration and such 
action as may be required in each instance. 


Respectfully submitted, 
ARTHUR J. STANLEY, JR., CHANDLER JARVIS, 
Ray BRIMAN, O. B. E1pson, Ex-officto. 
W. D. P. Carey, EVERETT E. STEERMAN, Chairman. 
DONALD W. STEWART, 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: The next Committee to report this morning is that 
on Criminal Law, Roy L. Rogers, Chairman. 
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FROM THE FLoor: Mr. Rogers is not here at this time. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: All right, we'll pass until he arrives. We will now 
have the report of the Historical Committee. Steve W. Church of Greens- 
burg is the Chairman. Is he here this morning? 

JupcE J. C. RUPPENTHAL: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Church is not here. He 
asked me to present this report of the Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, the report of the Historical Committee will be, I think you 
may say, relatively short. Whether you read it if it is committed to print in 
the Journal permanently, I do not know; so with your indulgence I will in- 
flict it upon you at this time. When your President remarked awhile ago in a 
reminiscent strain of the organization of this Association in 1883, the ques- 
tion came into my mind at once, as it has a great many times. I have here an 
official envelope of the Bar Association of Kansas, its stationery: ‘The Bar 
Association of the State of Kansas, Honorable Beryl R. Johnson, President,” 
and then there is a little emblem here, a seal, “The Bar Association of the 
State of Kansas,” and then down at the bottom it says “1882.” I have been a 
member now about 50 years, I think, and I have never yet found out why 
our seal carries the date 1882, presumably that of organization, and all of 
our history seems to agree that it was not organized until 1883. I have in my 
files of the Proceedings of the Association a complete set—incidentally, a 
little pamphlet about the size of this sheet of paper, about a dozen pages—it 
was the first report ever made, and it was dated 1883, with no hint of what 
went on before that, or the details of organization, and considerable search of 
the archives of the State Historical Society has failed to throw any light on 
this discrepancy. 

Some great authority, I am sorry I don’t remember his name, has said that 
“the annals of nations are composed of the sayings and doings of their men 
and women. These make up the sum of history.” When the Bar Association 
developed a Historical Committee about ten years ago, I think those who 
were making the motion had that in mind, and that they regarded the sayings 
and doings of the thousands of men and women in Kansas as members of the 
organized Bar as being worthy of chronicalization as the sayings and doings of 
the Bar. 


HISTORICAL COMMITTEE 


Your committee has continued to labor on the big task of locating and 
assembling data for writing the Legal History of Kansas. Since the committee 
was organized about ten years ago, each annual report has announced some 
advance, chiefly in research as to what has been recorded in the past 100 years 
and as to what has been written but not published. 


The scope of preservation desirable for a formal legal history has been con- 
tinuously enlarged and expanded each year. A careful survey of the archives 
of the Kansas State Historical Society discloses little that has been written 
avowedly as legal history. To develop a comprehensive history for the state 
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requires data from the 105 present counties and also the counties no longer 
in existence. Sixty-three counties have separate stories of their organization 
and progress lodged in the Historical Library. Only a few have taken more 
than passing notice, if that much, of the persons and factors that have made 
legal history in their county but there is considerable general material. 


Rather than attempt to develop at once a volume of wide scope and large 
size, it would seem more thorough and practical if sketches were prepared by 
the bar of a city or county or even a judicial district and speedily published. 
Incidentally, I think I am safe in saying that the Bar Journal would be glad 
to welcome material of that kind which would tell us something of the past 
of some feature or stage of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas, and of 
the legal history. Later these could be assembled in a state-wide narrative. 
Many of the newspapers of Kansas would value copy of such chronicles and 
would publish them when convenient to do so. As there is no comprehensive 
index of all the volumes published by the Historical Society over nearly 80 
years, it is difficult to ascertain just how many of its thousands of articles re- 
late to the legal institutions and the people who have operated them. Out of 
many hundred doctor’s theses at the University of Kansas, only about a half- 
dozen relate to legal history even in the loose sense of the term. What other 
colleges have produced on this subject cannot be stated. 


The 71 annual meetings of the state bar association since its organization 
in 1883 or late 1882 are excellently recorded in the printed annual reports 
beginning with 1886. Nothing earlier has been unearthed. A number of 
memorials to departed members have, especially in recent years, been pre- 
sented at the annual meetings. They appear in the earlier annual reports and 
since the maintenance of the JOURNAL of the BAR ASSOCIATION, as a 
section therein. In every county it should be possible for the local bar to make 
sketches of its members and the doings of its bar and then print in manuscript 
torm to stimulate more of such work. 


In 1907-1909 “Select Essays in Anglo-American History” in a series of 76 
articles were published. Perhaps no better large-scale model than this col- 
lection may be found for suggestions in writing “Legal History of Kansas.” 
in that great work the American Association of Law Schools bore a relation 
that may well be developed similarly on a small scale by the Bar Association 
of the State of Kansas toward the legal history of this commonwealth. 


The Bureau of Government Research of the University of Kansas has be- 
fore it for consideration a detailed, exhaustive alphabetical index of the statute 
law of Kansas as enacted in the several sessions of the legislature from 1855 
through 1865. It will consider whether to continue this form of cumulative 
indexing down to date and whether to assemble nearly a century of legisla- 
tion alphabetically. Each act of the legislature is listed with its title and is 
further indexed as to subject matter and to persons, places, etc. 

Among the bar of Kansas with its steadily increasing majority of members 
who are university trained and graduates of law schools, it should be possible 
to find volunteers to develop various fields. Others may yield to solicitation 
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to write chapters of well-compiled data with historical narrative and abundant 
footnotes as to sources. 

Until the projected cumulative index to the serial publications of the Kan- 
sas State Historical Society for nearly 80 years shall have been completed, 
the separate volumes should be examined to note index reference to constitu- 
tions, legislation, codes, courts, jurists and the bar individually. 


Respectfully submitted, 


STEVE W. CHURCH, Chairman, ROBERT STONE, 
DouG as G. HupDson, J. C. RUPPENTHAL, 
E. E. PEDROJA, W. F. LILLEsTON, 
S. S. ALEXANDER, FAREL R. LOBAUGH. 
RAYMOND F. RICE, 


JupGE RUPPENTHAL: Mr. Chairman, I move adoption of this report. 


(Motion seconded. ) 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: The motion has been duly seconded by our friend, 
the Judge from Norton. Those in favor of the motion will signify by saying 
Yes. Contrary minded, No. Motion carried, and so ordered. Far be it from me 
to try to answer the question Judge Ruppenthal gave us at the beginning of his 
remarks, as to the difference between 1882 and 1883, but I would venture 
this humble opinion, having been a student of nature for a number of years, 
that that might represent the period between conception and birth. We may 
have just as simple an answer as that which occurred in the court room one 
day when a man was brought in charged with stealing nine bottles of beer 
The judge said, “The defendant is discharged. I can’t make a case out of nine 
bottles of beer.” 


The next item on the program is the report of the Committee on Illegal 
Practice of the Law, James E. Smith, Topeka, Chairman. The report will be 
made by George Siefkin of Wichita. 


GEORGE SIEFKIN: Mr. Chairman, members of the Association, Jim Smith 
can’t be here, and in his customary way has written a full and complete report. 
I shall not read it to you. Some lawyers still have the idea that our Committee 
has to do with improper conduct of lawyers. That is not true. Our Committee 
has to do with the practice of law by laymen or others who indulge in what 
we think is the proper practice of law. We have two matters which will be 
set forth in the printed report which will be filed and printed in the Journal. 
One had to do with Owen Root, who was tried before the Supreme Court and 
fined $250. Now that is the first time we know of that the Supreme Court has 
taken jurisdiction in a contempt case of a layman practicing law. 


The second was that of the Schmitt who sold a Pure Trust service, who col- 
lected many thousands of dollars from farmers on a Pure Trust, to prevent their 
ever having to pay estate inheritance taxes, and perhaps prevent income taxes. 
We tried the case, the special master rendered his report, the Supreme Court 
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has it, and it all appears in briefs. I suspect that decision will come down before 
long. 

We have had a few minor reports, but most of those have been handled by 
local associations. We want to work with the local Bar Associations on this 
Committee. And incidentally, on the Schmitt case they raised the question that 
we hadn’t followed the procedure we set forth ourselves, that it be taken up 
with the Committee, and that therefore the Supreme Court of Kansas couldn't 
pass on it because the procedural question hadn’t been followed through. 


We did not, however, intend to make of the Committee one which would 
go ahead and act unless the local Committee will act with us; in other words, 
we don’t want a lateral thrown to us to take up and take some action, where 
the local Bar Association will likewise take no action. 


Now without reading the report in full, which will appear later, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I move the adoption of the report. 


(Motion seconded, and carried. ) 


ILLEGAL PRACTICE OF LAW 


The Committee on Illegal Practice of Law submits the following report: 


The commencement of two proceedings against individuals alleged to be 
illegally practicing law was reported to the 1952 Annual Meeting. Since that 
time, one case has been successfully concluded, and the other case has been 
tried and is now pending for argument and disposition at the May Session of 
the Supreme Court. 

The first case, In re Root, reported in 173 Kan. page 512, resulted in a de- 
termination of guilt of contempt of the Supreme Court by the respondent, 
Owen E. Root of Parker, Kansas, the court imposing a fine of $250.00 upon 
the respondent. This is the first time the Supreme Court has taken jurisdic- 
tion in a contempt proceeding against a layman accused of illegally practicing 
law. It is the view of your Committee that the careful use of contempt pro- 
ceedings in illegal practice cases will eventually have a beneficial and de- 
terring effect in the field of illegal practice because of the power of the Court 
to mold its sentence to fit the circumstances, including the imposition of fines 
for such contempt. 

The second case, a quo warranto action brought by Attorney General Fatzer 
against one D. W. Schmitt, individually, and as manager of National Pure 
Trust Service, Rocky Mountain Division, and National Pure Trust Service, has 
been tried before the Commissioner, James D. Dye, of Wichita, who made 
findings of fact and conclusions of law to the effect that the prayer of the 
petition should be granted, and the defendant Schmitt should be ousted from 
the exercise of the practice of law in the State of Kansas. The case is now set 
for argument at the May Session of the Supreme Court. 


On the request of this Committee, Mr. Shuart, Executive Secretary of the 
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State Bar Association, directed a letter to each of the local Bar Associations 
in the state asking each of them to advise whether they had a Committee on 
Illegal Practice of the Law or any other committee which deals with that 
subject, and also to advise (a) what problems they had concerning the illegal 
practice of the law, (b) what action, if any, had been taken with respect to 
the matters involved and (c) whether, if no action has been taken, the 
Association contemplated taking any action with respect to such matters. 


Sixty letters of inquiry were addressed to as many local Bar Associations 
resulting in answers by 35 out of the 60. 


Four of the Associations have committees on illegal practice of the law. 

Nineteen associations stated they had no complaints. 

Eleven stated that their problems arose mainly from the activities of banks, 
realtors, and abstracters. 

It is interesting to note that not one of the responses indicated any difficul- 
ties in connection with the activities of accountants with respect to tax law 
or other legal matters. 


It is also worthwhile to note that in numerous instances, the reports stated 
that problems of illegal practice which had arisen in the local association area 
had been handled by the local association, and generally without resort to 
litigation. There were suggestions, however, that in some instances local asso- 
ciations would prefer to have such action as might be necessary in the way of 
litigation taken in the name of the State Bar Association. 

Your committee will have no hesitancy in initiating proceedings where the 
complaint by the local Bar Association is fully supported by the facts and the 
local Association is willing to participate in any action which may be filed. 
The statement of policy of the Committee which was approved at the Asso- 
ciation Meeting in 1951 still stands. Reference is made to the report which 
was printed in the August, 1951 Journal of the Kansas Bar Association for 
the full statement of policy. 


No new complaints have been made to this Committee during the past 
year, and no action has been taken other than as stated. 


Respectfully submitted, 
LEROY W. RAYNOLDS, Joun A. ETLING, 
JAMES N. SNYDER, CLARK H. MCPHERSON, 
GEORGE SIEFKIN, JAMEs E. SMITH, Chaérman. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: We will now have a report of the Junior Bar Sec- 
tion, by Robert A. Anderson of Ottawa. Is he here? May we have a report at 
this time of the Committee on Legal Education and Admissions? Dean Schuyler 
Jackson of Topeka, Washburn University. 

DEAN SCHUYLER W. JACKSON: Mr. Chairman and members of the Asso- 
ciation: Our Committee has filed a written report which I do not need to read 
in full. The Committee, as you may remember, was charged last year with the 
proposition of submitting to the Supreme Court and the Board of Law Ex- 
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aminers a suggestion that the requirement for admission to the bar be raised 
to a total of 7 years’ work after high school. The Committee met in October 
at the meeting of the conference here in Wichita, and worked out a written 
report which is in our report, and that was submitted to the Court and to the 
Board. The Chairman also met with members of the Court and the Board. 
After a considerable discussion both ways, the Board and the Court thought it 
better to refer the matter back to the law schools of the State, and that was 
done, and I believe the law schools are now in process of taking the bar. I 
know from conversations with my eminent colleague, Dean Moreau, that he is 
planning some additions to his curriculum, and we are at Washburn. 


Of course, if Dean Moreau or I were turned loose here we would talk all 
morning on legal education. I don’t intend to do that. I might say I am assured 
that your standing Committee can help both law schools in the future. Mr. 
Chairman, I move the adoption of the report. 


(Motion seconded, and carried. ) 


LEGAL EDUCATION AND ADMISSIONS 


In making this report your committee wishes to first recall that at the annual 
meeting of the Bar Association last year, the Association approved the report 
of this committee advocating a period of education for applicants for the Bar 
amounting to a total of seven years after high school. Your committee during 
the past year has conceived that the implementation of this educational pro- 
gram constituted its chief aim. 


On October 10, 1952, a meeting of the committee was held at Wichita in 
connection with the mid-year conference of the Association called by President 
Johnson. Several hours were spent in discussion, and a proposal was agreed 
upon which was to be submitted to the Supreme Court of Kansas and to the 
members of the Board of Law Examiners. The proposal read as follows: 

“After July 1, 1955, candidates for admission to the Bar in the State of Kansas shall 
show that they have earned both the collegiate and law degrees by completing seven 
years of study beyond high school, basically four years of college and three years of 
law, or three and one-half years of college and three and one-half years of law; pro- 
vided, however, that any candidate who shall have served in the armed forces of 
the United States for a period of two years or more shall be permitted to obtain 
his two degrees in not less than six years of residence study, that is, as to such can- 
didates the so-called combined degree plan shall remain in operation.” 

Copies of the above proposal were sent to the Supreme Court and to the 
Board of Law Examiners. The Chairman of the Committee also met with the 
Board and talked over the matter with them and had several conferences with 
Mr. Chief Justice Harvey. 

We wish to further report that neither the Board nor the Court wishes at 
this time to change the rules for admission to the Bar; that, however, they have 
expressed their willingness to cooperate with the Law School of the University 
of Kansas and the Law School of Washburn University if the faculties of these 
schools should wish to increase the requirements for the first degree in law. 
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Your committee wishes to direct your attention to the fact that in other states 
some difficulty has arisen when accredited law schools have increased require- 
ments above those set by the Board of Law Examiners and the Supreme Court 
of the state. In some such instances this has led to the advent of new law 
schools having lower standards. It is quite possible that this situation could be 
avoided in Kansas by strict construction of the pertinent statutes and Supreme 
Court rules of this state. (G. S. 1949, 7-102) 

We therefore wish at this time to report that the faculties of the two schools 
are at the present time considering the matter, and in the near future may an- 
nounce increased requirements for the granting of the first degree in law. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Harry W. FISHER, W. H. SCHWINN, 

F, J. LEASURE, LEE WEEKS, 

MAuRICcE A. WILDGEN, O. B. EIDSON, 

F. J. MOREAU, SCHUYLER W. JACKSON, Chairman. 
T. M. LILLARD, JR. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Legal Institutes—F. C. Bannon, Leavenworth, is 
he here yet? We will now have a report of the Committee on Local Bar 
Associations; Robert F. Galloway, Marysville, is the Chairman. Is he here? 
Is the Memorial Committee ready for its report? The Chairman is Robert 
Garvin of St. John. 


ROBERT GARVIN: President Johnson, Gentlemen: Your Committee has 
now completed a new method of getting information on deceased bar mem- 
bers of Kansas. We have prepared questionnaires and mailed them to each 
District Judge of Kansas and have them vem filled out either by the Judge or he 
obtains some of his attorneys to make the report for him. There are 51 of 
these questionnaires back. There were 52 lawyers died during the year, which 
included four that died in the lateer part of 1951. I am going to read just a 
sample of the reports, one of the questionnaires: 


Name: Ray S. Pierson. 

City: Burlington, Kansas. 

Date of Birth: November 10, 1898. 

Date of Death: February 24, 1953. 

Place of Birth: Westphalia, Kansas. 

Place of Death: Carbondale, Kansas. 

Name of University or College Attended: Kansas University. 
Date Admitted to the Bar: aie 

Names of eer Relatives 
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Now we have 51 questionnaires like that. We have questionnaires on every 
lawyer that died in Kansas in 1952 or 1953 except Mr. I. M. Platt of Junction 
City, and I shall obtain that within a few days. I might add that there were 
four of our ex-presidents died in the last year: Mr. Platt of Junction City, 
Charley Hunt of Concordia, Barney Sheridan of Paola, and Charles D. Welch 
of Coffeyville. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not going to read the report which I have written up; 
it contains the names of all the lawyers who died, and it would be a long list 
of names, and I am just going to pass it to you for the record. 

I move the adoption of the report. 

(Motion seconded, and carried.) 


MEMORIALS 


Each year it is the custom to report to this organization the names of 
lawyers of Kansas who have died in the previous year. This year your com- 
mittee has inaugurated a new plan. We submitted questionnaires to each 
of the Judges of Kansas, with the request that they answer the questions. We 
have received 51 questionnaires from the Judges in whose districts deaths 
have occurred in the last year and up to this 21st day of April, 1953. There 
were a total of 52 lawyers who died during 1952-1953. The questionnaires 


are bound in alphabetical orde: in loose-leaf binder, and give a fair history of 
the individual. These, we hope, may become a permanent record and the plan 
continued in future years. 

We express our deep appreciation to to the Judges and Lawyers who have 
furnished us these questionnaires. 


The names of the lawyers who died during 1952-1953 are as follows: 


Ranson Lindsay Arnold, Wichita, Kansas; William A. Ayres, Wichita, 
Kansas; Hal M. Black, Wichita, Kansas; Earl Bohannon, Parsons, Kansas; 
Paul Brown, Wichita, Kansas; Clanrold Allen Burnett, Girard, Kansas; 
Henry Lewis Butler, Wichita, Kansas; Harry C. Castor, Wichita, Kansas; 
F. N. Cossman, Ashland, Kansas; Patrick W. Croker, Kansas City, Kansas; 
William L. Cunningham, Arkansas City, Kansas; F. B. Dodds, Lawrence, Kan 
sas; Albert S. Foulks, Ness City, Kansas; Joe E. Gaitskill, Girard, Kansas; Karl 
M. Geddes, El Dorado, Kansas; Edward T. Hackney, Wellington, Kansas; 
William C. Hankins, Iola, Kansas; Grant W. Harrington, Kansas City, Kan- 
sas; William David Harrison, Hutchinson, Kansas; Harold W. Herrick, Win- 
field, Kansas; Charles L. Hunt, Concordia, Kansas; William Easton Hutchison. 
Garden City, Kansas; R. Alva Kope, Kansas City, Missouri; J. Marshall Lamer, 
Iola, Kansas; Chauncey B. Little, Olathe, Kansas; Cliff A. Matson, Wichita, 
Kansas; Larry E. McSpadden, Fredonia, Kansas; Clyde Templeton Parker, 
Hugoton, Kansas; Ray S. Pierson, Burlington, Kansas; I. M. Platt, Junction 
City, Kansas; Ralph R. Rader, Howard, Kansas; Henry W. Rahmeier, Lin- 
coln, Kansas; Herbert Enoch Ramsey, Hutchinson, Kansas; D. Basil Rankin, 
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Idana, Kansas; William D. Reilly, Leavenworth, Kansas; John G. Sears, Jr., 
Wichita, Kansas; Don Shaffer, Hutchinson, Kansas; Bernard L. Sheridan, 
Paola, Kansas; Alton H. Skinner, Kansas City, Kansas; Frank S. Sullivan, 
Meade, Kansas; Clement J. Taylor, Parsons, Kansas; J. Earl Thomas, Kansas 
City, Kansas; Arnold C. Todd, Wichita, Kansas; W. D. Vance, Belleville, Kan- 
sas; Carroll Walker, Frankfort, Kansas; Orlin A. Weede, Mission Hills, Kan- 
sas; Chas. D. Welch, Coffeyville, Kansas; Car] I. (Sandy) Winsor, Wichita, 
Kansas; Thomas D. Winter, Girard, Kansas; O. C. Zwicker, Eureka, Kansas; 
Wm. Herbert Carpenter, Marion, Kansas; Clement Wilson, Tribune, Kansas. 


Respectfully submitted, 


ROBERT GARVIN, Chairman, CLAYTON Davis, 
JOHN MARKHAM, PAuL L. AYLWARD, 
T. C. FORBES, EUGENE COOMBS, 


D. J. WILSON, C. A. P. FALCONER. 
MAURICE P. O’KEEFE, 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: We will now have a report of the Association’s 
Committee on Professional Ethics, J. G. Somers, Newton, Chairman. 


J. G. Somers: Mr. Chairman, members of the Association: I am going to 
have to read this without any apologies. 


PROFESSIONAL ETHICS 


The Committee on Professional Ethics submits the following report of its 
activities since the last annual meeting of the Association. 


A feature of the work of the Committee during the past year has been a 
number of questions on professional ethics which local bar associations and 
individual members have asked this Committee. Most of these have been con- 
sidered and answered by the similar committee of the American Bar Associa- 
tion and such questions could be and were answered by quoting the American 
Bar Committee’s Opinions. 

However, the Committee published three opinions rendered this year and 
one last year in the Journal of the Association’s November 1952 issue. 


The Committee has received a number of informal complaints alleging un- 
ethical practices on the part of members of the bar, but the vast majority of such 
complaints proved on investigation to have been founded on the fact that the 
accused lawyer had been unfortunate enough to have lost a case. Some few 
were actually based on failure of the accused lawyer to answer correspondence 
and but three were based on alleged misappropriation of funds. They are still 
in process of being investigated. No disciplinary action has been recommended 
by this Committee during the past yaer. 

Your attention is called to the fact that the only effective action this Com- 
mittee can take is to recommend to the Board of Bar Examiners of the State 
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that it investigate and if conditions warrant, recommend disbarment to the 
Supreme Court. 

A meeting of the Committee was held in the City of Wichita on October 10, 
1952, at which Thos. M. Van Cleave, Irving M. Platt, Willard Van Slyck, Jr., 
W. D. Jochems, Rex A. Lafferty, W. G. Muir, Corwin C. Spencer and J. G. 
Somers were present. 

At this meeting, all the matters which had not been settled were discussed, 
through opinions formulated, which were published, as stated, in the Journal 
in the November, 1952 issue. 


Two members of this Committee have died since the last annual meeting, 
F. N. Cossman, whose place has been filled by Elmer Euwer, and Irving M. 
Platt, and his vacancy has not been filled. 


The Committee recommends the adoption of American Bar Association 
Canon of Professional Ethics No. 27, as amended in 1942, 1943 and 1951 and 
now reads, as follows: 


27. ADVERTISING, DIRECT OR INDIRECT 


“It is unprofessional to solicit professional employment by circulars, advertise- 
ments, through touters or by personal communications or interviews not war- 
ranted by personal relations. Indirect advertisements for professional employment 
such as furnishing or inspiring newspaper comments, or procuring his photograph 
to be published in connection with causes in which the lawyer has been or is en- 
gaged or concerning the manner of their conduct, the magnitude of the interest 
involved, the importance of the lawyer's position, and all other like self-laudation, 
offend the traditions and lower the tone of our profession and are reprehensible; 
but the customary use of simple professional cards is not improper. 


Publication in reputable law lists in a manner consistent with the standards of 
conduct imposed by these canons of brief biographical and informative data is per- 
missible. Such data must not be misleading ad may include only a statement of 
the lawyer's name and the names of his professional associates; addresses, telephone 
numbers, cable addresses; branches of the profession practiced; data and place of 
birth and admission to the bar; schools attended; with dates of graduation, degrees 
and other educational distinctions; public or quasi-public offices; posts of honor; 
legal authorships, legal teaching positions, memberships and offices in bar asso- 
ciations and committees thereof, in legal and scientific societies and legal fraterni- 
ties; the fact of listings in other reputable law lists; the names and addresses of 
references; and, with their written consent, the names of clients regularly repre- 
sented. A certificate of compliance with the Rules and Standards issued by the 
Standing Committee on Law Lists may be treated as evidence that such list is 
reputable. 


It is not improper for a lawyer who is admitted to practice as a proctor in 
admiralty to use that designation on his letterhead or shingle or for a lawyer who 
has complied with the statutory requirements of admission to practice before the 
patent office to so use the designation “patent attorney” or “Patent Lawyer” or “trade- 
mark attorney” or “trade-mark lawyer” or any combination of those terms.” 


The Committee further recommends the adoption of American Bar Associa- 
tion Canon of Professional Ethics No. 43 which was amended August 27, 1942, 
and now reads, as follows: 
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43. APPROVED LAw Lists 


“It is improper for a lawyer to permit his name to be published in a law list the 
conduct, management or contents of which are calculated or likely to deceive or in- 
Sessa Sean ee SenmOTOM, pI aay Se ea ee Gee 
ession.” 


The Committee recommends the adoption of American Bar Association 
Canon of Judicial Ethics No. 28, as amended September 20, 1951, reading, as 
follows: 


JUDICIAL CANON No. 28. PARTISAN POLITICS 

“While entitled to entertain his personal views of political questions, and while 
not required to surrender his rights or opinions as a citizen, it is inevitable that sus- 
picion of being warped by political bias will attach to a judge who becomes the 
active promoter of the interests of one political as against another. He should 
avoid making political speeches, making or soliciting payment of assessments or 
contributions to party funds, the public endorsement of candidates for political 
office and participation in party conventions. 

ee es See Se a 6 ie Se sae gee sane ate te: 
party leader, nor engage generally in partisan activities. Where, however, it is 
necessary for judges to be nominated and elected as candidates of a political party, 
nothing herein contained shall prevent the judges from attending or speaking at 
political gatherings, or from making contributions to the campaign funds of the 
party that has nominated him and seeks his election or re-election.” 

The Committee recommends the adoption of American Bar Association 
Canon of Judicial Ethics No. 35 as amended in 1952, reading, as follows: 
JupDICIAL CANON No. 35. IMPROPER PUBLISHING OF COURT PROCEEDINGS 

ings in court should be conducted with fitting dignity and decorum. 
The taking of photographs in the court room, during sessions of the court or re- 
cesses between sessions, and the broadcasting or televising of court proceedings are 
calculated to detract from the essential dignity of the proceedings, di the wit- 
ness in giving his testimony, degrade the court, and create misconceptions with re- 
spect thereto in the mind of the public and should not be permitted. 

Provided that this restriction shall not apply to the broadcasting or televising, 
under the supervision of the court, of such portions of naturalization p i 
(other than the in ion ot applicants) as are designed and carried out ex- 
clusively as a ceremony for the Purpose of publicly demonstrating in an impressive 
manner the essential dignity and the serious nature of naturalization.” 


Respectfully submitted, 
W. D. JOCHEMs, THOMAS M. VAN CLEAVE, SR., 
Rex LAFFERTY, WILLARD N. VAN SLYCK, JR., 


CorWIN C. SPENCER, ELMER EUWER, 
W. G. Muir, J. G. SomERs, Chairman. 


J. G. SoMERs: I move the adoption of this report. 


(Motion seconded. ) 


WALTER F. MCGINNIs: Ate we now approving those for the Bar Asso- 
ciation for final action, or does it take further action to have these our rules? 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: This is an official annual meeting of the Bar Asso- 
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ciation of Kansas, and we have the right and the privilege to adopt or turn 
aside these recommendations. 


Mr. McGInnis: I mean when we adopt these, these become the rules of 
the Bar Association of the State of Kansas? Is that right? 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: I so understand it; is that the custom? 

L. J. BOND: It has been the custom in the past; 1938 has been the last re- 
vision. 

Mr. McGINNIs: I just wanted to make sure, if we should adopt it, that we 
took no further action. 


Mr. BonpD: I hope that if they are adopted, they are followed. 
PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Are you ready for the question? 
FROM THE FLoor: Question. 

(Motion seconded, and carried. ) 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Does the Program Committee, Joe F. Balch of Cha- 
nute, Chairman, desire to make a report? 


SECRETARY SHUART: No repott. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: There is no report from that Committee, but I am 
sure the members of the Association will realize that the Committee has worked 
efficiently and well in setting up the program for today and tomorrow, as we 
go through our program of the Seventy-First Annual Meeting of the Bar Asso- 
ciation. 

Is there a report of the Prospective Legislation Committee? Edward M. Bod- 
dington, Sr., of Kansas City, Kansas. 


DoucG as Hupson: I would like to report that the Committee was unsuc- 
cessful again in persuading the Legislature to do anything about our anachronis- 
tic code of procedure in Kansas. I am reminded of a story I heard Will Rogers 
tell some years ago. He said, “It used to be that if a boy wanted to get into some 
line of work that would go on forever he would take up horse shoeing, because 
there would always be horses,” and he said if he had a boy that wanted to get 
into some line of work that wouid go on forever he would undertake to deepen 
the channel of the Missouri River for navigation. If you have any members of 
this Bar Association that want some permanent job that will always last, put 
them on the committee to try to get some modernization of the rules of pro- 
cedure of the State of Kansas. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Thank you, Doug Hudson. 

FROM THE FLoor: I move we adopt that report. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: It has been moved that the report of Doug Hudson 
be adopted. Supplementing those things that have been so well said by our 
friend from Fort Scott, I might read to you the closing paragraph of the written 
report which has been handed to the Executive Secretary by the Chairman of 
the Committee: 





“There were numerous other legislative matters that your Committee has con- 
sidered during the past year, and each and every member of this Committee feels 
that the mandate heretofore made by the State Bar of Kansas relative to the im- 
provement of civil procedure and the taking of depositions, should be a continuing 
mandate to educate and encourage the public of Kansas to modernize our civil 
procedure in conformity with the civil procedure of the federal court and that of 


surrounding states.” 
With the report of Douglas Hudson supplemented by the closing paragraph 
of the report of the Chairman, the motion having been made and duly sec- 
onded, is there any discussion? Are you ready for the question? 

FROM THE FLOOR: Question. ; 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Those favoring the motion will say Aye. Contrary 
minded, No. The motion is carried; so ordered, and the full written report of 
the Committee together with the supplementary remarks will be included in 
the report of the Proceedings of the Convention. 


PROSPECTIVE LEGISLATION 


Your Committee on Prospective Legislation has had a very busy year. While 
some tangible results are evident, it by no means accomplished the mandates 
which this Kansas State Bar Association have for the past decade given it, 
to-wit, to modernize our civil procedure somewhat in conformity to the civil 
procedure in the federal courts and the procedure of surrounding states. 


At the Mid-Year Meeting of the Committees of the State Bar at Wichita, 
October 10, 1952, a majority of your Committee was present and gave atten- 
tion, among other matters, to the following: (1) Approved an amendment 
to G. S. 60-715, providing defendant shall not be barred by any statute of 
limitations in certain instances; (2) The question of amending the existing 
statute in Kansas to permit the taking of depositions; and (3) The Judges’ 
Retirement Bill. 

The members of this Committee in the Kansas Legislature were quite co- 
operative and helpful in their endeavors to obtain the results which this Asso- 
ciation has heretofore outlined. With the able assistance of our Executive Secre- 
tary, John W. Shuart, your Chairman appeared before the Judiciary Committee 
of the House and the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and (1) and (2) of 
the foregoing were fully presented. The question relating to extending the 
time of the statute of limitations in certain instances, did not receive favorable 
consideration, because the members of the Judiciary felt that such a proposi- 
tion could be taken up by the Commission that was to be set up under House 
Bill No. 306, which bill was introduced by the House Judiciary Committee, 
passed, amended by the Senate Judiciary Committee, and passed as amended 
in the Senate. That Bill was rereferred to the Ways and Means Committee in 
order to take care of the appropriation therein provided. However, it was not 
reported out by the Ways and Means Committee. 

Neither Judiciary Committee saw fit to introduce a committee bill on the 
proposition of taking depositions in Kansas, whereupon Senator George Tem- 
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plar introduced Senate Bill No. 226 on that subject, which was killed by the 
Senate. We should be encouraged by the fact that this is the farthest the sub- 
ject matter has ever progressed in the Legislature, which should encourage the 
members of the Bar of the State of Kansas to renew their efforts in the future 
to bring about this very vital and necessary change in our civil procedure. 
House and Senate concurrent Resolutions providing for nonpartisan se- 
lection of Supreme Court Justices and Judges of the District Court, both died 
in the respective branches of the Legislature. However, that being a subject 
matter which is advocated and backed by this Bar Association and the Amer- 
ican Bar Association, should be high on the agenda of everyone in Kansas. 


House Bill No. 302 by the Committee on Judiciary, providing for the re- 
tirement of Supreme Court Justices and District Court Judges passed both the 
House and the Senate and was signed by the Governor. This was badly needed 
legislation, and is a forward step in Kansas to take care of our judges who have 
so faithfully served the public ut small remuneration so far as the earnings in 
other categories are concerned. While there was a special committee on this 
bill, your Committee on Prospective Legislation gave considerable attention to 
this matter and assisting in securing favorable consideration of it by the Legis- 
Jature. 


There were numerous other legislative matters that your Committee has 
considered during the past year, and each and every member of this Committee 
feels that the mandate heretofore made by the State Bar of Kansas relating to 
the improvement of civil procedure and the taking of depositions, should be a 
continuing mandate to educate and encourage the public of Kansas to modernize 
our civil procedure in conformity with the civil procedure of the federal court 
and that of surrounding states. 


Respectfully submitted, 
RICHARD L. BECKER, GARNER E. SHRIVER, 
GEORGE TEMPLAR, L. A. MCNALLY, 
Jay T. Botts, JAMES W. PORTER, 
R. W. MACGREGOR, EDWARD M. BoDDINGTON, Chairman, 
WARREN W. SHAW, Jay W. ScoveEL, Ex-officio. 
ELVIN D. PERKINS, 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: We are now ready for a report of the Public Re- 
lations Committee, the Chairman of which is Honorable Clark A. Wallace of 


Kingman. Judge Wallace. 


PUBLIC RELATIONS 


JupGE CLARK A. WALLACE: Mr. President, Members of the Bar: Our 
preliminary report of the Public Relations Committee is published in the 
February, 1953 issue of the Bar Journal (see pp. 254-257). I hope that all of 
you have read it; if all of you have not, I hope that you will in a short time read 
the report, and I will dispense now with the reading of the report proper. 
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During the year we have been budgeted the sum of $5,000 and have spent the 
sum of $3,407.98 which figures were not included in the preliminary report. 
Included in the report, however, are four recommendations of the Committee 
which I think should be presented here for your consideration. The Committee 
has not endeavored to promote any new ideas, with one exception, in this re- 
port. It primarily calls attention to our previous recommendations which you 
have adopted, and endeavors to get some action on the part of the Bar on the 
previous recommendations. They are as follows: 

“We renew all of our previous recommendations and the following: 

“L Since the 1952 winter meeting of the State Association was a great success, 
WE RECOMMEND that an early fall or winter meeting be continued for the 
greater cooperation and coordination of all association committees.” 

As President Johnson said this morning, we deem this very advisable and worth- 
while in the program of the Association, primarily in getting the early action 
of the Committee and their coordination one with the other, so we recommend 
to you the continuation of our mid-year meeting. 

“IL Since this Association has in one to three annual meetings adopted and 
approved of the following recommendations of this Committee: Less legal delays, 
uniform formality and dignity of procedure, procedural improvement, speakers’ 
bureaus and school programs, and since local bar action and acceptance thereof is 
necessary for the success of the program, WE RECOMMEND that the Committee 
on Local Bar Associations present this program to all local and district bar associa- 
tions, and devise ways and means of securing their cooperation therewith.” 

We think this is a very important recommendation, gentlemen, for the reason 
that the program of this Committee, or any other Committee, I think, is hardly 
self-executing; and in order to get any public relations program properly func- 
tioning it depends primarily upon the individual lawyer and the activity of the 
local Bars. I am sorry to say that to date we haven’t been able to get a lot of 
cooperation out of local Bars, and that is the purpose of our recommendation 
here, to have the State Committee on Local Bar Associations to take this matter 
in hand and try to activate the local Bar Association in the county and district 
in the furtherance of the state program. 

“IIL. Since lawyers are the best qualified and should exercise the most influence 
in securing improvement of laws and legal procedures, WE RECOMMEND that 
the Committee on Prospective Legislation invite and urge suggestions from all 
members of this Association for the improvement of laws and the legal procedures 
of this state to the end owe geared individual interest may be stimulated, and after 
committee study and consideration, all meritorious suggestions may be adopted 
and submitted to the Legislature for enactment.” 

One of the first recommendations of the Public Relations Committee which 
was adopted here in Wichita four years ago, I believe, was for the improve- 
ment of laws and procedures. We feel that if each individual lawyer can be 
interested and activated in sending in his suggestions for improvement either 
of the laws or of the procedures of the State, that we will really be commencing 
to accomplish something in modernizing our judicial system. After all, gentle- 
men, lawyers and laws are inseparable in the eyes of the public. If it is a good 
law, lawyers get credit for it; if it is an outmoded law or procedure, the lawyers 
also get blamed for it. So we think it is very vital to our public relations to have 
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the lawyers give individual thought and study to the improvement of our laws 
and procedures. 


The fourth recommendation is somewhat new. It may strike some of you 
as wandering in untried fields with very little information or statistics to go 
on, but I feel that it is something that is coming, and your Committee believes 
that this Association should give some thought and study to the proposition in 
connection with legal ethics. As printed in the Bar Journal, we printed one 
form of recommendations which at a Committee meeting last night was changed 
slightly in form, so if you ate thinking about the recommendation you read 
in the Bar Journal, I call your attention to the change that the Committee made 
at the meeting last night and which is the final recommendation to be sub- 
mitted to you. 

“IV. Since this Association in connection with its professional ethics policy 
should ald gee the dishonesty and underwrite the fidelity of its members, and since 
it be most politic to do so. WE RECOMMEND that the Executive Council 

of this Association be directed to make a study of the feasibility of such a policy, and 
if found practical to promulgate a resolution to achieve such objects.” 
You will note that in the Bar Journal I quoted one suggestion that had been 
made; not from the Committee but simply from a member thereof, to indicate 
what might be involved in such a step: 

“Every person, being a client of any member of this Association, who shall suffer 
financial loss through the embezzlement or actionable fraud of such member, will 
be reimbursed for such financial loss to the extent of $1,000 by The Bar Associa- 
tion of the State of Kansas, as surety; such loss to be determined by the final de- 
termination of any court of record of this state, or by the Executive Council of this 
Association.” 

I say that is not a recommendation of your Committee; it is just to indicate 
to you some trends that this recommendation might take. In support of that, 
I wish to call your attention to Point 4 of the American Bar Association, which 
was published two years ago, and in which they state, 

“Handle all grievances against lawyers promptly and efficiently, and impose 
disciplinary action, including disbarment, where such action is warranted. Ulti- 
mately provide for reimbursement of clients who have suffered embezzlement at 
the hands of any lawyer.” 


On April 1 of this year, Robert Storey, the President of the American Bar 
Association, appeared before the Florida State Bar Association and in the 
course of his remarks he said, 
“Banks have a system of insuring deposits. Virtually all business organizations 
require fidelity bonds for officials and employees handling money. Now and then 
a lawyer embezzles his client's funds. Why shouldn't each of us pay a small sum 
annually to provide indemnity for losses of clients’ money entrusted to members 
of our professional organizations?” 
He said he was confident such action would elevate the profession in public 
esteem and prevent losses by reason of the few lawyers who go wrong. Sto: 
praised the legal profession for many worthwhile advances, but added that, 
“Judicial and legal reforms are not keeping pace with the rapid economic, social 
and political changes. It will serve no useful purpose to count our good deeds— 
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and there are many—but we must, in the interest of survival, give liberally of our 

time and our funds to maintain and improve our system of law.” 
Now, gentlemen, this recommendation which we make and submit to you 
herewith is simply that the Executive Council of this Association shall study 
this proposition and see whether or not it is possible for us to operate under 
the suggestions made by the President of the American Bar Association. Kan- 
sas has always been a pioneering state; I don’t know of any other state in the 
Union which has adopted this policy, but I am informed that one Canadian 
province has underwritten the fidelity of their lawyers for some time. 


Mr. President, I move the adoption of the report and the four recommenda- 
tions of the Public Relations Committee. 


W. E. STANLEY: Mr. President, I move that the recommendations of the 
Committee be taken up separately. There is one recommendation that I am sure 
is very much subject to disagreement, and that is the last recommendation with 
respect to advertising to the public at large that the Bar is full of crooks and 
that we intend to underwrite them. I happen to know intimately some of the 
circumstances of which some of these statements of Bob Storey have been 
started, and I know what will happen when it gets to the House of Delegates 
of the American Bar Association. 1 therefore ask that this last feature be taken 
up separately. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: You have heard the request of Eugene Stanley of 
Wichita that we consider these recommendations separately. What is your will? 


FROM THE FLoor: Let's do it separately. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Those favoring the suggestion will signify by say- 
ing Aye. Contrary minded, No. The idea is acceptable; we will consider the 
recommendations of the Public Relations Committee separately. Mr. Chair- 
man of the Committee, will you please let us have the first recommendation for 
our consideration? 

JuDGE WALLACE: The first recommendation: 

“Since the 1952 winter meeting of the State Association was a great success, WE 


RECOMMEND that an early fall or winter meeting be continued for the greater 
cooperation and coordination of all association committees.” 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Do I hear a motion that this recommendation be 


accepted? 


(Motion made, seconded and carried. ) 


JUDGE WALLACE: 

“II. Since this Association has in one to three annual meetings adopted and 
approved of the following recommendations of this Committee: Less legal delays, 
uniform formality and dignity of procedure, procedural improvement, j 
bureaus and school programs, and since local bar action and acceptance thereof is 
necessary for the success of the program, WE RECOMMEND that the Committee 
on Local Bar Associations present this program to all local and district bar associa- 
tions, and devise ways and means of securing their cooperation therewith.” 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Is there a motion that this recommendation be ac- 


cepted? 
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(Motion made, seconded and carried.) 
JUDGE WALLACE: 

“IIL Since lawyers are the best qualified and should exercise the most influence 
in securing improvement of laws and legal procedures, WE RECOMMEND that 
the Committee on Prospective Legislation invite and urge suggestions from all 
members of this Association for the improvement of laws and the legal procedures 
of this state to the end that greater individual interest may be stimulated, and after 
committee study and consideration, all meritorious suggestions may be adopted and 
submitted ot the Legislature for enactment.” 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: You have heard the reading of the third recom- 
mendation; is there a motion that it be adopted? 

(Motion made, seconded and carried. ) 

JUDGE WALLACE: 

“TV. Since this Association in connection with its professional ethics policy 
should purge the dishonesty and underwrite the fidelity of its members, and since 
it would be most politic to do so, WE RECOMMEND that the Executive Council 
of this Association be directed to make a study of the feasibility of such a policy, 
and if found practical to promulgate a resolution to achieve such objects. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: You have heard the reading of the fourth and last 
recommendation of the Committee; is there a motion that it be approved? 


(Motion made, and seconded. ) 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: It has been regularly moved and seconded. Let us 
have the discussion. 

Mr. STANLEY: Mr. Chairman, in this situation I think this Association is 
embarking upon a program, or attempting to get into a field, which will prob- 
ably give to the lawyers of this State as much unfavorable publicity as we 
could expect to receive. This matter on numerous occasions has been before 
the American Bar Association, back through the years. The idea that the Bar 
Association has in its membership the individuals that we recognize are prev- 
alent to an extent that we must underwrite their crookedness, is only adding 
fuel to the flames as to the character of lawyers. There isn’t any question about 
it. We have a method to get rid of crooked lawyers in this State, and if I may 
say, what has happened in the past has not been to get rid of the lawyers who 

le funds; it’s to disbar them and have the Supreme Court reinstate them. 
And you can look over the records and find that it is done again and again and 
again. 

If we want to get in this matter and to get the public behind us, then let’s get 
behind the proposition of getting rid of the men who violate professional 
ethics and destroy the confidence of the public in the Bar. This proposition of 
saying we know there are crooks in the profession, and so we'll go down in our 
pockets, individually, for whatever it costs to reimburse the public or the client 
who has gone to that kind of a man in the first place, and who in many cases 
won't help to kick him out, I think it’s taking a step backward in public rela- 
tions. I think the idea is to purge the Bar of the lawyers who ought to be purged, 
but don’t go to the public and say, “We recognize that we have so many in the 
Bar that we are going to underwrite their embezzlement and their crookedness;” 
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and this proposition that Mr. Storey has advocated and made speeches on has 
been made the subject of comment. It so happens, in the American Bar Asso- 
ciation, that a new president apparently takes it upon himself to go out before 
the public, and to have something to make a speech about he promulgates a 
new idea that’s his own baby; and then when he leaves office he leaves an 
orphan on the doorstep that someone has to feed. I think this is one of them, 
and it would be repudiated if it is ever brought before the House of Delegates, 
I think you had better consider this seriously, and instead of referring it to the 
Executive Committee, I think it ought to be defeated right now as far as the 
underwriting feature of this is concerned. If the Executive Committee wants 
to devote its time and investigation to purging the Bar, I am all for it; there- 
fore I would like to amend this recommendation to eliminate from considera- 
tion by the Executive Committee the matter of underwriting the defalcations 
of members of the legal fraternity. 


DouGLas HupDson: Mr. President— 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Just a minute. Mr. Stanley has moved an amend- 
ment that certain provisions be deleted; do I hear a second to the amendment? 

FROM THE FLoor: Second. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Now, discussion, Mr. Hudson. 

Mr. Hupson: Mr. President. I am inclined to go along with Mr. Stanley in 


the views he has expressed, although I don’t feel as deeply about it as he does. 
There are certain things, after all, in this quest for the practice of law, and 


make no mistake about it. The lawyer that has a big bank account and has 
two or three stenographers around him, and pretends to be indifferent about 
whether anybody comes into the office or not, is just crazy; so in this contest 
for business, one of the principal things which lawyers have to offer is some 
reputation for probity, and if people know that they are not going to lose any 
money and are going to get the same kind of advice from everybody, there is 
no reason for a person to have any ambition to strive for a reputation for hon- 
esty and integrity. I am just wondering this, perhaps, if the Association should 
get out an appropriate plaque of some kind, like Capper used to give to the 
farmers who were protected unde: Capper’s policy against theft. I think that 
would be a natural concomitant of this idea. 


Now another thing, the only time a lawyer ever gets disbarred is after he is 
convicted of embezzlement, and if we raise a fund so as to pay off the people 
who suffer the loss, he’ll never be prosecuted and never be disbarred. So I think, 
aside from any publicity which might ensue, unfavorably, as Mr. Stanley sug- 
gests, I just think it’s an unwise thing. You can define a policy to protect his 
clients, but that, I think, is not desirable. If you are going to adopt a policy, adopt 
it, and have a fund to reimburse for error, because you and I know you never sue 
a lawyer for malpractice; and the public has really no protection from that, 
and that’s even more prevalent than actual embezzlement. 


So I think it would be wise for us to simply lay this matter on the table, and 
not give it to the Executive Committee to study. I am in favor of Mr. Stanley's 
motion. 
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Harry O. JANICKE: I would like to go along with Mr. Stanley as far as he 
has gone, and with no particular thought about the matter I am inclined to 
agree with him. I think the purpose of the thing is wrong to start with. The 
Executive Council is not presumably the body of this Bar that is to take matters 
under study that have been referred to Committees of the Bar at large. I have 
rather assumed that the Executive Council was rather a legislative body to try 
to enact the wishes of the group at large. If the Committee has a formal rec- 
ommendatior: of some sort to make, a definite program that should be com- 
mitted, then it could be passed upon here, and I think could be defeated, but 
I do not believe that a matter of this kind or a similar matter should be pre- 
sented to the Executive Council for study. I would like to see the matter de. 
feated. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Is there any further discussion, gentlemen? 


WALTER F. MCGINNIS: What would be left of the motion after the 
amendment is made? 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Mr Stanley, would you like to explain that? 


Mr. STANLEY: I am not the chairman of the Committee; I chink there is 
some proposal to our Executive Committee on how to purge; isn’t that right, 
Chairman Wallace? 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Isn’t it a fact that it was only for the consideration 
of the Executive Council, or some recommendation with regard to the purging 
of the Bar, and leaving out of it the idea of repayment in the event of embez- 
zlement? 

Mr. STANLEY: Yes, and I think there is a big field there for study, if some- 
body wants to study it, but I think it eliminates the other proposition of under- 
writing. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Does that answer your question? 

Mr. MCGINNIS: The question was direct; I just want to know. I would 
like to know for sure so that we could vote accordingly. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Mr. Chairman of the Public Realtions Committee, 
would you like to have the opportunity to close the debate? 


JuDGE WALLACE: Mr. Chairman, I am no particular protagonist for this 
resolution. I think Mr. Stanley is somewhat unduly excited about the effects 
of it; we have suggested such a resolution because we believe that it is good 
public relations policy. I don’t think any of us are so naive as to think that there 
is no criticism of lawyers and accusations made against lawyers as to their hon- 
esty. We think that if the lawyers themselves showed a confidence in the Bar 
of the State, or in other lawyers, it would help our public relations considerably. 
Furthermore, we believe this to be the policy of the American Bar Association 
and we have been trying to cooperate with them in this particular item, and 
that is the reason for the matter being presented to you here today. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The question now arises 
on the amendment of Mr Stanley, which has been duly seconded. Those in 
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favor of the amendment will say Aye. Contrary minded, No. The amendment 
has carried. 

The question now arises on the ariginal motion as amended. Those favoring 
the original motion as amended, will signify by saying Aye. Contrary minded, 
No. The Chair is in doubt; those favoring the original motion as amended 
will please rise. You may be seated. Those opposed to the original motion as 
amended will please rise. May I inquire if the gentlemen standing by the wall 
are voting on this? All right. 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY SHUART: Would those back at the door, if you 
are voting, hold up your hands, please? 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: You may be seated. The result of the count, gentle- 
men, in favor of the motion as amended, is 48; against 33, so the motion is 
carried, and so ordered. 


Nore: Preliminary Report of Public Relations Committee, see February, 
1953 Bar Journal, pages 254 to 257. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: The next Committee Report for consideration is that 
of the Committee on Relations with the Medical Profession, Jack Copeland of 
St. John. 


JACK COPELAND: The Committee is inactive this year; I see no reason to 
encumber the meeting with any reports. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Thank you very much. We will now have the Re- 
port of the Committee on Relations with Abstracters. I am advised that the 
Committee does not have any recommendations, and on the basis of this in- 
formation it will be filed and will be available in the proceedings of this Con- 


vention. 


RELATIONS WITH ABSTRACTERS 


Your Committee on Relations with Abstracters reports that the only meet- 
ing of the committee was held at Wichita, Kansas, on October 10, 1952, dur- 
ing the mid-year conference of the State Bar Association. All reports received 
by the committee indicate a continuing harmonious and cooperative spirit in 
matters of mutual concern to attorneys and abstracters. 

Some of the members have suggested that the duties of the Committee on 
Relations with Abstracters might be combined with those of one or more of the 


other committees of the Association. Your committee, however, has no rec- 
ommendation on this or any other matter at this time. 


Respectfully submitted, 


CHARLES HALL, C. E. BEYMER, 
MARLIN S. CASEY, VERNON W. WEBBER, 
BILx Eppy, WILBUR H. JONES, Chairman. 
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PRESIDENT JOHNSON: The next report will be that of the Committee on 
Retirement of Judges, Edgar C. Bennett, Chairman. Is there anybody here to 
make that report? That will be passed for the time being. 

Next in line is the report of the Committee on Title Standards. I must an- 
nounce to the members of the Association gathered this morning that the 
Chairman of this Committee is Margaret McGurnaghan of Topeka, who is 
confined to her bed in the hospital with a broken hip and wrist; she is not able, 
therefore, to attend our meeting, but a member of that Committee, Lester Mor- 
ris of Wichita, has kindly consented to give the report. Mr. Morris. 


STANDARDS FOR TITLE EXAMINATION 


LESTER L. Morris: Mr. Chairman, I didn’t read the final report from 
Margaret. and there are a few controversial subjects that I don’t know for sure 
what the Committee has agreed upon, so I don’t think I should attempt to give 
a report without knowing what the Committee has agreed upon. 

DouGLas HupDson: Mr. President, I would like to make this suggestion; 
I hope it isn’t establishing a dangerous precedent. Ordinarily the Committee 
on Resolutions only brings in a resolution of praise to some lawyer after he is 
gone, but Miss McGurnaghan had really devoted so much work to the Com- 
mittee of which she is Chairman, I think it would be appropriate, and I merely 
give it as a suggestion to the Resolutions Committee, to bring in an appropriate 
resolution saying something nice about Miss McGurnaghan while she is still 
here. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: You have heard the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Fort Scott. 

FROM THE FLoor: Second. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: It has been duly seconded; those favoring will say 
Aye. Contrary minded, No. Miss McGurnaghan will be properly advised that 
it is the unanimous feeling of the gathering here this morning, which inci- 
dentally is the largest opening session meeting we have had in the history of 
this organization. 

However, Miss Mcurnaghan did send a tentative draft to the Executive Secre- 
tary, Mr. Morris, which contains some bits of information that will be of 
interest to you, and to have a supplement for further information which the 
Executive Secretary is now able to give you following the meeting of the 
Executive Council of yesterday, I am going to ask the privilege of a few words 
from the Executive Secretary in regard to this matter. John Shuart, please. 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY SHUART: Thank you, Judge. In this report, handed 
me by Miss McGurnaghan, there was this particular recommendation: 

“The Committee therefore recommends that the standards be brought to date, 
republished and copies sent to all members of the Association.” 


This plan has been already started and implemented in this manner: Covers 
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have been ordered, and the standards themselves are being renumbered by Miss 
McGurnaghan in order to berter make amendments in the future, and these 
books will be sent to the Association members free of charge. This will allow 
you to have the standards in one handy volume; additional copies will be 
available to the members at a price of $2 to cover the cost of preparing and 
mailing, so that if you wish an additional copy for your office you may have 
it. Chicago screws are used in the book, so that it will be possible for us to 
print any additional amendments or standards adopted, and mail them to you 
for you to insert in your volume. 


The tentative report of Committee on Standards of Title Examination re- 
ferred to above was not presented to or adopted by assembly, but is printed 
herein for the information of the members. It is as follows: 


The Committee is not recommending any additional Standards at this time, 
but in the light of inquiries and suggestions made by members of the Kansas 
Bar, it submits the following amendments or changes to the Standards now 
in use. 

Under the heading of “Abstracters,” the question is asked “How should ab- 
stracters word their certificate in regard to the records in the office of the 
Register of Deeds”? 


The answer in part is that it should show “every special clause or condition 
of any kind or nature other than the covenants of general warranty and quit 
claim which appear in any of said instruments, and that the signatures to the 
several instruments are of record as shown; and that all acknowledgments 
shown are regular in form, except as otherwise noted.” 


The Kansas Title Association uses the following certificate as to instruments 
in the Register of Deeds office: 

We, the undersigned, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct 
abstract of all conveyances and other instruments of writing, including Federal Tax 
Liens, filed for record or recorded in the office of the Register of Deeds of said 
County (except any instrument filed as a chattel only), affecting the title to the 
following described real estave situate in the County of State of 


Kansas, to-wit: 

“That the acknowledgments to the various instruments abstracted herein are 
regular and the signatures are of record as shown and so appear in the acknowledg- 
ments, except as otherwise noted.” 


The Committee recommends that the answer to this question be amended to 
read: “All abstracter’s certificates should be in the form now used by the 
Kansas Title Association.” 


Under the heading of “Defendants Named in Alternative” the question is: 
“If defendants are mot named in the alternative and are served by publication, 
should there be proof they are alive when judgment is taken?” 


The answer as shown in the Standards is in part as follows: “If the judg- 
ment has been of record at least fifteen years, it should be taken on presumption 
the defendants were living when it was entered; otherwise if the defendants 
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are not sued in the alternative, there should be a showing they were living when 
the judgment was taken.” 


The Committee recommends that the answer be amended to read as follows: 
“If the judgment has been of record at least fifteen years, it should be taken 
on presumption the defendants were living when it was entered. Otherwise 
if the defendants are not sued in the alternative prior to the publication in the 
Session Laws of 1951 of the Constructive Service Act of 1951, there should be 
a showing they were living when the judgment was taken. After the first day 
of July, 1951, the Constructive Service Act of 1951 should be used and de- 
fendants upon whom publication is desired named as provided in the Act.” 
Sending copies of the publication notice by registered mail to defendants who 
are to be served by publication and whose addresses are known, and asking for 
return receipts help to eliminate the question of whether or not such defendants 
are living. 


Probate Proceedings Under the Code: 


Under the heading “Children Born or Adopted Subsequent to Execution of 
Will,” there appears a recommendation that there be presented to the legisla- 
ture an amendment to 59-616 of G. S. 1949, providing if a child is born to 
or adopted by the testator after the execution of a will and no provision is made 
in the will for such child, he shall take such share in the testator’s estate as he 
would have taken had the decedent died intestate. 


The Committee believes that this is simply a recommendation for legislative 
action and not a standard for <itle examination; that if the statute were amended 
it might cause inequities and injustices by giving after born or after adopted 
children rights not given to children in being at the date of the will; that the 
Act has been in force for about thirteen years, without any attempts being made 
to change it. Therefore, the Committee recommends it be stricken from the 
Standards for Title Examination. 


Under Partial Distribution, Question 66, “Should we accept title to real 
estate under 59-2246, G. S. 1945 (now G. S. 1949), partial distribution. The 
Committee recommends that the answer be amended by inserting “unless surety 
bond be given,” so that the answer will read: “Do not accept title from the 
heirs or devisees under a partial distribution until the estate is fully administered 
and the administrator or executor discharged, unless the heirs or devisees, under 
the order of the probate court, give a surety bond to protect creditors, etc., until 
the estate is closed. No decree fully assigning interests can be made prior to the 
entering of the decree of final settlement and distribution. 


The Committee further recommends that the Committee on Standards for 
Title Examination be continued, its personnel to be appointed as heretofore. 


The Standards were last printed in The Judicial Council Bulletin of June, 
1949. Since that date new standards have been adopted and some of the old 
ones amended. The Commitcee therefore recommends that the Standards be 
brought to date, re-published and copies sent to all members of the Association. 
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In closing, the Committee reports that it has received requests for copies of 
the Standards from officers of bar associations in California, Nebraska, Michi- 
gan, North Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa, Oklahoma, Missouri, West Virginia and 
Colorado and from the law schools of the Universities of Virginia and Alabama. 


In the Virginia Law Review of January, 1951, appears an article entitled 
“Increasing Land Marketability, Through Uniform Title Standards,” by John C. 
Payne, Assistant Professor of Law University of Alabama. The article gives a 
history of the functions of Title Standards, and history of the movement. 
Throughout the article attention is called to the Kansas Standards now in effect, 
stating that there has been close cooperation between the state committee and 
local bar committees but only the Wichita Bar Association has adopted local 
standards; that Kansas was among the first states to adopt Standards and that 
it is among the states having well-organized standards (six states listed here). 
The article is interesting reading for persons interested in land marketability. 

Mr. Paul E. Basye of San Mateo, California, a member of the Real Property, 
Trust and Probate Law Section of The American Bar Association, is preparing 
a manuscript on the subject of “Clearing Land Titles.” He is referring to 
Standards for Title Examination and also Validating Acts in effect in different 
states in this study and has been in correspondence with your Committee in 
regard to Kansas Standards. The manuscript will be in the hands of the printer 
shortly and should be interesting reading for attorneys dealing with real prop- 
erty questions. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Thank you, John. The next Committee Report for 
our consideration is that on Taxation; Mark Bennett of Topeka, Chairman. 

MARK L. BENNETT: Mr. Chairman, I have a report, but it is primarily a 
statement of what was done by the Legislature on several of our recommenda- 


tions the last time, and there are no new affirmative recommendations; so w:th 
the consent of the Chairman and the assembly I'll just file the report. 
PRESIDENT JOHNSON: The Chairman asks our consent to accept the report 
and print it in the report of the proceedings. Do I hear any objection to the 
adoption of that report? If not, your wish is granted, Mr. Chairman, and it is 
so ordered. 
Mr. BENNETT: Thank you. 


TAXATION 


Your Committee on Taxation begs leave to make the following report: 

It is the opinion of your committee that it is advisable to report, first, what 
progress has been made by the committee in regard to recommendations hereto- 
fore made. 

Calling your particular attention to recommendations No. 1 and 2 made to 
the Association last year, to the effect that the Association go on record request- 
ing the 1953 session of the Kansas legislature to take the necessary action to pro- 
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vide the machinery to equalize assessments of real estate in Kansas and to make 
an investigation of the assessment of personal property in the state, your com- 
mittee calls to your attention the provisions of House Bill 120, wherein the leg- 
islature provided for the appointment of a Kansas Citizens Commission on 
assessment equalization and directing said commission to make studies, findings 
and recommendations relative to the equalization of assessment of property in 
Kansas and report such findings to the Governor and the 1955 session of the 
Kansas legislature. This bill recognizes that there have been inequalities in the 
assessment of property in Kansas in the following respects: (a) Inequalities 
among properties of the same type within the state; (b) lack of uniformity of 
assessment of property among the various counties of the state, and also a lack of 
uniformity of assessment of real property within a single county; (c) differences 
in the treatment of various classes or types of property; and (d) discrimination 
in assessment between large and small properties. And the legislature in the act 
recognized that there is a need for comprehensive re-evaluation of the ad valorem 
taxing program in Kansas and a necessity for a greater appreciation for a fair and 
equitable ad valorem tax program. The legislature further recognized that the 
matter must be studied on a local level rather than on a state-wide level, and the 
legislature particularly provides that the Citizens Commission appointed by the 
Governor under the act should encourage and assist in the establishment of local 
study groups representative of the farm groups, schools, industrial organizations, 
political subdivisions of the state, and other groups representative of rural or 
urban communities, to make a study of the local conditions in their locality; and 


provides for the furnishing of information to the Citizens Commission appointed 
by the Governor and such local groups by the Research Department of the 
Legislative Council and the Commission of Revenue and Taxation; and pro- 
vides for public hearings to be held by such local groups at the time of their 
discussion of the problem. This we believe is a long step forward and if pur- 
sued with vigor, with full local cooperation and the cooperation of the local bar 
associations, will be highly beneficial to the state as a whole. 


The next recommendation adopted by the Association at its 1952 meeting 
was the recommendation by your committee that the legislature pass the nec- 
essary legislation to require the annual publication of the names of those to 
whom the county makes welfare or relief payments, including the amount 
thereof, as is required by the Kansas Constitution for all other expenditures of 
local government funds. In regard to this recommendation your committee 
wishes to report that the 1953 legislature enacted House Bill No. 148, which 
was an act relating to social welfare and providing for a public file showing the 
names and addresses of all recipients of social welfare payments and assistance 
and limiting the use of said files in the following respects: That it shall be un- 
lawful for any person, association, firm, corporation, or other agency to disclose, 
make use of or to authorize, knowingly permit, participate in, or acquiesce in 
the use of any lists or names for commercial or political purposes of any nature. 
This act of the legislature your committee believes will materially reduce the 
cost of the welfare load in Kansas and we recommend that the Association 
commend the legislature in enacting this legislation. 
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Your committee recommended and the Association adopted a recommenda- 
tion in the 1952 meeting of this association that the personal exemption on 
state income tax be increased from $600 to $1,000 for each individual. This 
recommendation was not followed and there was no legislation on the subject. 
Your committee again renews its recommendation in this regard. 

Your committee in 1952 recommended to this association that the associa- 
tion go on record as recommending to the state legislature that the ton-mile 
tax in Kansas be preserved and that its abandonment in special cases be pro- 
hibited. No legislation was passed with reference to the ton-mile tax so that a 
part of the recommendation, to the effect that the ton-mile tax in Kansas be 
preserved, was approved by virtue of the absence of any action on the ton-mile 
tax, and your committee respectfully recommends that this recommendation 
be re-endorsed by the Association. 


Your committee recommended at the 1952 meeting of this association that 
the continued increase of costs of government of the municipal subdivisions 
of the state of Kansas should be borne by an allocation of excise tax revenues 
rather than by further increase of ad valorem taxes, and that if further increase 
in the cost of government in such local subdivisions requires it, that the sales 
tax or income tax be increased to provide the additional revenue required. No 
action was taken by the past legislature on this recommendation and your com- 
mittee respectfully recommends that the recommendation be re-endorsed by 


the Association. 
Respectfully submitted, 
JoE PoIzNER, JAMEs D. Dye, 
MASON MAHIN, EUGENE P. ZUSPANN, 
PHILIP H. LEwiIs, CHARLES E. HENSHALL, 
L. PERRY BISHOP, ELMER E. EUWER, 
C. W. HUGHEs, ALEX FROMME, Ex-officio, 
HENRY ASHER, MARK L. BENNETT, Chairman. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: A report, now, of the Uniform Commercial Code 
Study Committee, Stanley E. Toland of Iola, Chairman. Mr. Toland. 


STANLEY E. TOLAND: Mr. President, since our report has a recommenda- 
tion and this is a study committee, the report is short and I would like to take 
leave to read it to you in full. 


UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE STUDY 


Pennsylvania is the first State to enact the Uniform Commercial Code. It 
passed both the Senate and House by unanimous vote in March, 1953, and has 
been approved by the Governor who had recommended it to the Legislature 
for passage. No amendments were made except those approved and recom- 
mended by the Editorial Board at its meetings of December 29, 1952, and 
February 16. 1953. 

The latest information that this Committee has is that the Code is still pend- 
ing in the Legislatures of California, Connecticut, Illinois and Massachusetts. 
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While the Code was not introduced in the 1953 Kansas Legislature, never- 
theless, the Legislature did make an appropriation of $3,000.00 toward the 
purchase and distribution of not to exceed 1,000 copies of the Annotated Uni- 
form Commercial Code and the money will be available on July 1st to make 
the purchases. This step was recommended by the Kansas Commission on 
Interstate Co-operation and had the support of this Committee. This action 
evidences the interest of the Legislature in the Code and will do much in the 
dissemination of knowledge among Kansas Legislators and other interested 
persons in what the Code will do. 


No doubt much of the success of the Code before the Pennsylvania Legisla- 
ture can be attributed to the fact that it had been previously thoroughly anno- 
tated to existing Pennsylvania laws. Consequently, when considered by the 
Legislature, the impact of the Code on Pennsylvania Law was definitely known. 
Some work has been started in the Law Schools of the University of Kansas and 
Washburn University toward the annotation of the Code to existing Kansas 
Law. We hope that much more work of this kind can be done within the next 
’ two years as it should be extremely helpful and persuasive to our Legislature 
when it acts on the Code. 


The Law Institute on the Uniform Commercial Code, sponsored by the 
University of Kansas Law School and the Douglas County Bar Association, 
originally scheduled for March 6th and 7th, was postponed. This Law Insti- 
tute has been combined with the Annual Law School Day at the Law School 
at the University of Kansas, and will be held on May 7th and 8th. The featured 
speakers include Karl N. Llewellyn. Professor of Law, University of Chicago, 
Chief Reporter, Uniform Commercial Code, who will speak on the subject 
of “Commercial Law and the Proposed Uniform Commercial Code,” and 
Charles Bunn, Professor of Law, University of Wisconsin, Editor, Final Draft, 
Uniform Commercial Code, who will speak on the subject “Financing Agri- 
culture Under the Commercial Code,” and the subject “Transferring Securities 
Out of Estates and Trusts.” The program planned is an excellent one and 
the Committee urges every member to attend who can possibly do so. 


With Pennsylvania, one of the larger commercial States, taking the lead, 
there is renewed hope that the Code may be enacted by other States in 1953 
and 1954, and that in Kansas the 1955 Legislature may then act on it. 


As this Committee is a special study committee, presumably the work of the 
Committee will not be finished until final action is taken on the Code in this 
State, and hence, the Committee recommends its continuance for another year. 


Respectfully submitted, 


WILLIAM A. KAHRS, Louls R. GATES, 

JACK L. GooprIcH, Murray H. HODGEs, 

CHARLES D. STOUGH, BASIL W. KELSEY, 

JOHN W. Murray, SOL M. WEINSTEIN, 

BALFOUR S. JEFFREY, J. WILLARD HAYNES, Ex-officio. 
FRED E. GULICK, STANLEY E. TOLAND, Chairman. 
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Mr. TOLAND: Mr. President, I move the adoption of the report. 
(Motion seconded. ) 
PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Is there any discussion on the report? 


W. E. STANLEY: Mr. President, I don’t care to discuss it, but if there is 
anyone in the Association who does not know what the Uniform Commercial 
Code is, I just want to say that the American Law Institute and the Conference 
on Uniform State Laws has been working on this Commercial Code for a period 
of practically ten years, and has expended through grants over $300,000 in re- 
search that was put into this with respect to trade practices and the various 
decisions of the courts, so that it actually becomes, I want you to realize this, 
probably one of the finest pieces of legislative proposals, if I may say, that has 
ever been introduced in the legislature at any time, as far as the time that has 
been put into it to make it as nearly perfect as possible. Some of you may know 
it, but I thought it was important to say that it wasn’t something that had been 
suddenly promoted in the last couple of years, and that it wasn’t merely the 
proposal of a few individuals. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Gene, we are delighted to have that information. 
Are there any other remarks? 


JUDGE HEMPHILL: Question. 

(Motion carried.) 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: At this time I would like to break into the printed 
program for the purpose of irtroducing to you, not necessarily for a speech, 
though he is at liberty to do so—we have certain liberties in this world—the 
man who was elected last year to be President for 1953 and 1954, L. J. Bond, 
better known as Jack, who will preside during the next year, and he has a ques- 
tion. Mr. Bond, will you kindly do so? 


PRESIDENT-ELECT L. J. BOND: Mr. President, since we have such a large 
attendance this morning, it occurred to me that this question would be well 
put at this time. Naturally your officers and Executive Council are already 
talking about plans for the coming year, and for obvious reasons we would like 
to determine the wishes of the lawyers of Kansas about the time of holding 
the annual meeting, and so without any discussion unless somebody particularly 
desires to discuss it, I would like to have an expression from this group as to 
the time of meeting. All that would be in favor of having it in April in pref- 
erence to May, please raise your hand. Contrary? Well, it will be in April, 
easily. Thank you very much. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Thank you, Jack. Now we will backtrack a little bit 
and see if we can catch up on some of the Committee reports that have not been 
made. Is Roy L. Rogers of Wichita prepared to make the report of the Com- 
mittee on Criminal Law? 

HowarD W. HARPER: Mr. President, I am on this Committee, and Roy 
had to leave the Convention, but he handed me a report which he prefers to 
have submitted at the Saturday afternoon session, for the reason that the Com- 
mittee was not able to meet, and the body of this report actually concerns itself 
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with the thinking of one man on the Committee, and personally I am opposed 
to it anyway, and we would like to hold it over until Saturday. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: On this request, that will be held over until after 
the stag luncheon Saturday afternoon. I would like to call on the Executive 
Secretary now to make a few announcements, or anything he has to say. 


EXECUTIVE SECRETARY SHUART: I would like to point out in the printed 
program you have, the Host Hour referred to will be held this evening in the 
Colonial Room; the host is the Wichita Bar. It will not be held tomorrow 
afternoon. 


Next I would like to urge you to buy your banquet tickets early, preferably 
this noon, so that we can give them an idea of the number that will be at the 
banquet tonight. 

Now as you came in this morning Barney Barnett handed out some num- 
bered slips; will the man or lady who has 82 hold up their hand? These are 
the small slips. All right, 12— 


FROM THE FLoor: Here it is. 


EXECUTIVE SECRETARY SHUART: Judge Somers, you get a Ballentine’s 
Dictionary, and if you already have one, Barney will give you something of 
like value. 


Now, you are also told to keep your registration badge; will the man who 
has No. 118 on that, hold up his hand? Alex Fromme, you will also get a 
Ballentine’s Law Dictionary. I have those names, and you will be getting them 
from the Publishing Company. 


W. E. STANLEY: Mr. President, if there are no more announcements, there 
is one motion that I would like to make as a matter of record, and that is, it 
occurred to me that a practice which is carried forward by the American Bar 
Association might well be adopted by this Bar Association, and therefore I 
would like to move that the matter of putting on the program with merely the 
recommendations of each Committee, be given consideration by the Executive 
Committee. That would mean that every Committee that is actually making 
a recommendation for action by this meeting or any other meeting of the 
Association, that that recommendation, not the report but the recommendation, 
would be carried in the place there on the program where the report of the 
Committee occurs; and it happens to be very valuable for the members of the 
Association to actually see, ahead, what recommendations will come up, and 
when. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Mr. Stanley, inasmuch as that would entail at least 
some administrative work and additional expense, which probably would come 
within the province of the Executive Council in its official capacity, would you 
like to suggest that that matter be referred to the Executive Council for its 
consideration? 

Mr. STANLEY: That's what I did suggest. 

PRESIDENT JOHNSON: I didn’t understand that. 
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FROM THE FLoor: What was that you wanted to do? 


WALTER F. MCGINNIS: May I ask if he isn’t taking the opposite position 
to what he was talking about awhile ago? I would say that anything that was 
unvaluable should be left out. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Is there a second to Mr. Stanley’s motion? 
FROM THE FLoor: Second the motion. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: The motion has been seconded. In answer to your 
question, Mr. McGinnis, I don’t believe that Mr. Stanley means that there 
should be put in the Convention program, matters of a controversial nature. I 
can see, however. that there might be some embarrassment this year, on account 
of the arguments we had this morning. Is there any further discussion of the 
motion? Are you ready for the question? 

FROM THE FLoor: Question. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Those favoring the motion of Mr. Stanley, includ- 
ing his suggestion, say Aye. Contrary minded, No. The Noes seem to have it. 
They do, and the motion is lost. 


May I inquire if Robert F. Galloway of Marysville is prepared to make a 
report on the Local Bar Associations Committee? May I also inquire if there is 
any report to be made at this time by the Legal Institutes Committee? There 
seem to be no other Committee reports for the session this morning; those that 
have not been heard will be carried over to the meeting immediately following 


the stag luncheon on Saturday noon. It will be held in the same place the 
luncheon is held. If there is no other business— 


JupGeE RoBert W. HEMPHILL: Mr. President, just a point of informa- 
tion, if I might ask: There has been quite a little reference to the Executive 
Committee; I have no idea of ever running for the Executive Committee, but 
there is a gentleman seen around in the evening sometimes, wearing a boiled 
shirt, and is it a part of the Constitution or laws of the Association that anybody 
that belongs to the Executive Committee has to buy a Tuxedo and a boiled shirt? 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: I can answer you by a simple “no,” and if you want 
to know, Judge Hemphill, about those boiled shirts, I refer you to Don Lang. 


JupGE HEMPHILL: Can you rent them here in Wichita? 
PRESIDENT JOHNSON: He car give you some information on that, and I 


hope you will conviuce him that Willard Haynes of Kansas City and the Presi- 
dent of this Association do not jointly have to bear the expense. 


Howarp W. HARPER: I might mention that I referred him to Sam’s Loan 
Office down the street. 


I would like to call a meeting of the Resolutions Committee immediately 
after this. They are Clifford R. Hope, Jr., Blake A. Williamson, Tom Lillard, 
Jt., and John W. MacGregor. If anyone wants to meet with the Resolutions 
Committee or wants to have the Committee consider a resolution, don’t hesi- 
tate to come up right after this meeting. 
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PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Are there any further remarks? 


Harry O. JANICKE: I would like to offer a resolution that the members 
of this Bar Association who are members of the Legislature be furnished with 
some special embossed, enrolled copies of the things that this Bar Association 
is for; they don’t seem to remember it when they get into the Legislature. I 
thought maybe the folks would like to have the members know what we are 
for here, and what most of the lawyers of the State of Kansas want. I don’t 
know who all the members are, but they should have special privileges on 
this. 


PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Shad, may I suggest that, inasmuch as the Chairman 
of the Resolutions Committee has invited resolutions, that you meet with the 
Committee and discuss that with them? 


Any other announcements or remarks? If not, there being no further busi- 
ness for this morning session, we will declare it regularly adjourned. 


SATURDAY, APRIL 25, 1953, LASSEN HOTEL BALLROOM 


THE PRESIDENT: As we commence the final business session of this yeat’s 
annual meeting. I would like to thank the Wichita Bar for the splendid man- 
ner in which all committees handled their various duties so thoroughly and 
accurately. The careful cooperation of the committees has resulted in a well 
organized, smooth running convention, making it more efficient and pleasant 


for all of us. 

We will now have the reports of the committees that have not as yet been 
made. Are the chairmen here that were called on yesterday morning? 

(Pause ) 

Are there any other reports ready at this time? 

(Pause ) 


I see that there are no reports to be made at this time, so these reports will 
appear in the Journal as submitted to the Executive Secretary. 


The President called upon Everett E. Steerman, past president of our As- 
sociation, who has been named Director for the State of Kansas of the drive 
for funds to build the American Bar Center in Chicago, who made a few re- 
marks. 


THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Everett. The next order of business is the 
report of the Committee on Resolutions, Howard W. Harper, Chairman. 


RESOLUTIONS 


HOWARD W. HARPER (Chairman, Committee on Resolutions): Mr. Presi- 
dent, Ladies and Gentlemen: As the 71st annual meeting of the Bar Associa- 
tion of the State of Kansas is in final session, all of us are proud to note the fact 
that our membership roster of those in attendance here is the largest in our 
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history. We have a total membership of 1,402, and of those, 771 are registered 
and have attended this meeting. Our activities through the past year reflect 
credit upon our leaders and to each clearly indicates that the lawyers of Kansas 
have a deep and increasing interest in an organized bar. 

To the Wichita Bar, master of the rare and noble art of gracious hospitality, 
we express our sincere thanks and appreciation for all of the incalculable bless- 
ings we have received here at the hands of its members and friends. In like 
manner of earnest appreciation we desire to express our thanks to the Wichita 
hotels, newspapers, radio stations and all others who have helped make this 
meeting a success. 


For especial commendation we want to express our thanks to the Wichita 
Association of Attorneys’ Wives for the splendid program arranged for the 
ladies attending this convention. 

We desire to acknowledge the conspicuous absence of Margaret McGurna- 
ghan, the sweetheart of the Kansas Bar, and send to her our heartfelt sympathy 
in her present discomfort, and our best wishes for a speedy recovery. We shall 
be forever indebted to Margaret for her many years of untiring effort and dili- 
gence on behalf of our Association and in particular for her leadership of the 
Title Standards Committee. 

By this resolution we publicly express our thanks and appreciation to the 
Honorable Beryl R. Johnson, our President, for the excellence of his adminis- 
tration of the affairs of the Association during the past year. As he leaves this 
office to take up his many other duties, let him always remember our affection 
for him and sincere appreciation for his many years of active participation in 
the affairs of our Association. None will soon forget the unselfish contribution 
of time, effort and energy he has made through these years for our benefit. Mr. 
President, in humble gratitude, yet with deep personal pride we say, “Thank 
you for a job well done.” 

Further, we want to express our thanks and appreciation to John W. Shuart, 
our executive secretary, for having pioneered with us in establishing our first 
full-time office. As recompense not measured in the coin of the realm we want 
him to know we like him, his work and his steadfast resolve to aid us in build- 
ing a better and more effective association. 

Thus ends the reading of the portion of our report we deem to be without 
controversy or subject to debate. Your committee moves its unanimous ap- 
proval and adoption. 

(Second. ) 

THE PRESIDENT: You have head the motion. All in favor say “Aye.” 

(Motion carried.) 

Mr. HARPER: Mr. President, the remainder of our report is in two parts 
and we desire to present them separately. 

1. In consideration of the ever increasing scope of the many legal subjects 
with which the members of the Kansas Bar must be familiar in order to properly 
and adequately represent the interests of their clients, and with an awareness 
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of the difficulty confronting the individual lawyer in his effort to maintain and 
continue his legal education, it is the considered judgment of your committee 
that the Kansas Bar Association should direct its efforts, as an organization, 
toward the promotion of a continuing study of new developments in all fields 
of law and a perpetual effort to gain a better understanding and a more ju- 
dicious application of the fundamental principles of law on the part of each 
member of the Association. 


Be it therefore resolved, That the appropriate officers and committees of 
the Kansas Bar Association cooperate with the law schools of the State and 
with the several local and regional! bar associations in an effort to organize and 
conduct a program of continuing legal education which shall be made available 
to members of the association at various points throughout the state and to take 
whatever other action shall be deemed necessary and appropriate to carry out 
this purpose. 

2. We believe it to be a sad commentary upon our own professional, civic 
and legislative bodies that we here in Kansas so lightly value human life as to 
limit the recovery for its loss to $15,000.00. Although death is a loss in a sense 
immeasurable, we feel that it cannot reasonably be said that the loss of one 
with a life expectancy of 20 to 30 years who has a net earning power of even 
as little as $1,000.00 per year is properly limited to $15,000.00. Bereavement 
cannot be avoided, nor sorrow purchased at any price, but it is the opinion of 
this association that the ceiling should be removed, in order to increase the 
damages that may be obtained by the surviving heirs of one who meets death 
through the wrongful act or omission of another. Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we recommend to the Legislature of the State of Kansas 
that the provisions G. S. 1949, 60-3203 be amended to delete the portion 
thereof which limits the amount recoverable when the death of one is caused 
by the wrongful act or omission of another, and that the portion of the said 
statute which sets forth the measure of damages to be recovered thereunder 
be changed by addition thereto allowing the recovery of damages for the loss 
of the financial support to be reasonably anticipated through the continued ex- 
istence of the deceased for the period of such person’s calculated life expectancy. 

Be it further resolved, That copies of this resolution be transmitted to all 
members of the Kansas Legislature. 

Respectfully submitted, 
HowArRD W. HARPER, Chairman, BLAKE A. WILLIAMSON, 
TOM LILLARD, JR., JOHN W. MacGrecor. 
CLIFFORD R. Hope, JR., 


Mr. President, I move the adoption of the report. 

THE PRESIDENT: You have heard the report of the committee, is there a 
second to the first resolution? 

(Second. ) 

Do I hear any remarks? Are you ready for the question? 


(Question. ) 
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(Motion put, and carried. ) 

Is there a second to the second resolution? 

(Second. ) 

Are there any remarks? Are you ready for the question? 


(Question. ) 
(Motion put, and carried unanimously. ) 


THE PRESIDENT: With humble pride I accept your kind expression of ap- 
preciation and gratitude for my services to the Association during the past 
years. There have been nearly 10 years I have worked constantly, for the best 
interests of our fine Association, first as your Secretary-Treasurer and then as 
Vice-President, President-Elect and President. They have been happy years, 
made especially so by the splendid feeling of comradeship and cooperation from 
all parts of the State by members of our honorable profession. The things that 
have been accomplished for the Association, and lawyers generally, were di- 
rectly due to that cooperation and the untiring efforts of all officers, executive 
councilmen and the several committees throughout the years. This I will always 
cherish in my personal hall of memories. I will continue with an untiring 
interest in the affairs of the Association and our profession. I have every con- 
fidence that all officers in the future will have the same comradeship, coopera- 
tion and enthusiastic support. So I can only say simply: “Thank you very 
much.” 

We will now have the report of the Nominating Committee. I named John 
B. Pierson of Ottawa, as Chairman of this committee. Day before yesterday he 
told me he was going back home but would certainly be on hand for the re- 
port. Well, he didn’t show up until a few minutes ago. Fearing he might for- 
get his way back tp Wichita, I asked Clayton M. Davis of Topeka, another 
member of the committee, to work up a report. You have probably noticed how 
busy and worried Davis has appeared here at the table during the luncheon. 
He has been working out a report of this committee. Now Pierson has at last 
arrived. Under the circumstances it appears only fair that Davis should be 
given the chance to bring you the fruits of his labor. Davis and Pierson, jointly 
will present the report of the Nominating Committee. 


NOMINATION AND ELECTION OF OFFICERS 


CLAYTON M. Davis: The Nominating Committee reports nominations for 
officers of the Association to be elected at this Annual Meeting as follows: 
President—L. J. Bond, El Dorado 
President-Elect—Claude I. Depew, Wichita 
Vice-President—Claude E. Chalfant, Hutchinson 
Secretary-Treasurer—George B. Powers, Wichita 
Executive Council: 

Second District—O. B. Eidson, Topeka 

Third District—Jay W. Scovel, Independence 
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Sixth District-—W. M. Ferguson, Wellington 

Seventh District—Wesley F. Brown, Hutchinson 

Eighth District—Alex M. Fromme, Hoxie 

The report is signed by Clayton M. Davis, John B. Pierson and J. B. Pat- 
terson. 

Mr. President, I move that this report be adopted and that we elect as officers 
of this association the nominees for such offices as set forth in this report. 

(Motion seconded. ) 

THE PRESIDENT: The motion is made these men be elected as officers of 
this Association for the ensuing year. Are there any nominations from the 
floor? Are there any remarks? 

(Motion put, and carried.) 


I would like to introduce the officers whom you have elected and I ask that 
they rise when their names are called. 

L. J. Bond. (Applause) 

Claude Depew. (Applause) 

Claude Chalfant. (Applause) 

George Powers is not present. 

William Ferguson is not present. 

Jay Scovel. (Applause) 

Alex Fromme. (Applause) 


Wesley Brown. (Applause) 
Bain Eidson. (Applause) 


We have been awarding attendance prizes at each of our meetings yesterday 
and today. At this time I would like to call upon General Fatzer to come for- 
ward and assist in this drawing. Is Mr. Fatzer present? Mr. Fatzer doesn’t seem 
to be present, so I will ask John Shuart, our executive secretary, to make the 
drawing himself. 

THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY: Is Frank Daily, Jr., present? 

FRANK DAILy: Here. 


THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY: Your name has been drawn and you are to 
receive a Ballantine’s Law Dictionary given by “Barney” Barnett. If you already 
have one of these he will make a substitution. Not a different kind of Ballan- 
tine’s but a different book. 


Mr. Dalty: Thank you. 


THE PRESIDENT: And now, I would like to call upon your new president, 
Jack Bond, for any remarks he may care to make at this time. (Applause) 


L. J. BOND: Mr. President and Members of the Bar Association: I am proud 
to be a member of the Kansas Bar Association and especially proud to have been 
honored by being elected President of this Association. 


Beryl Johnson has had a very successful administration under his leadership 
and I do not expect to accomplish as much as he did but I will do the best I can 
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and I know that I have the help of the Executive Council and all of the mem- 
bers of this Association. 

My friend, Jim Taylor, of Sharon Springs, told me a story during this con- 
vention which I think is worth repeating. His father was a railroad man and 
when Jim was a boy about ready to start out in the world on his own his father 
said to him, “Son, when you start out in the world for yourself, whether you 
enter a profession or whatever Jine of work you undertake, you should support 
the group with which you work and if you do you will find that it will pay you 
well. If you are a laboring man you should support the labor union and do 
your part in it, whether you belive in labor unions or not.” 

This admonition applies to membership in the Kansas Bar Association and 
every lawyer in Kansas should be proud to be a member of this group and should 
support it and its work when an opportunity is presented to do so. 

I have been practicing law in Butler County for thirty-five years and we have 
a fine group of lawyers in that county and I consider my election a tribute to the 
Butler County Bar. 

I appreciate the honor you have conferred upon me and pledge my best 
efforts to the association for the coming year. Thank you. (Applause) 


THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Jack. If there is no further business to come 
before this meeting, we stand adjourned. 
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COMMENT 


THE TIDELANDS AS A LEGAL AND POLITICAL 
BATTLEGROUND 


By ALAN KENT SHEARER 
I 


The search for an adequate federal policy vis-a-vis the “tidelands” has fo- 
mented a considerable amount of controversy in both the judicial and the legis- 
lative halls. So partisan did this conflict become that the entire question of 
federal rights in the contested area was injected into the recent political cam- 
paign. 

The submerged area appears, at first glance, to be free of any argument- 

1. Time, September 29, 1952, p. 16. 





64 The JOURNAL 


provoking qualities. Its total area is less than 27,000 square miles.? The pop- 
ular title “tidelands” is a misdescription of the first magnitude. The tidelands 
are, of course, those lands between mean high and mean low tides; the Supreme 
Court has long since determined that they belong to the adjacent states.’ The 
contested realty is, in fact, water-covered; it underlies the marginal sea, that 
portion of the ocean from mean low tide seaward to the three mile limit. 


It has been estimated that the inland portions of the continental shelf con- 
tain the bulk of the world’s petroleum reserves.? The share of that bounty off 
the coasts of our sea board states has been gauged tentatively at 10,500,000,000 
barrels,° or, in different terms, three-fourths of the present proved reserves of 
the nation. 


The off-shore oil development became financially important to the adjoin- 
ing states. For two million leased acres, Louisiana received bonuses of fifteen 
million dollars plus seven and one-half million per year rental. In 1944 alone 
California’s position as a lessor of the adjacent marginal sea swelled her state 
coffers by $3,924,500.? Texas, contrary to widespread opinion, had no such 
off-shore bonanza,'° but her hopes were undimmed. In 1947, she claimed the 
territory sixty miles seaward from her coasts.'' Louisiana had, in 1938, claimed 
twenty-seven miles.!? 

It should not be assumed that the affected states and the Roosevelt-Truman 
Administrations were unilaterally opposed regarding the offshore lands. It was 
not denied by the states that.tke national government had paramount powers 
over all land within the United States for the purposes of protecting naviga- 
tion, national defense and international relations; it was denied that the states 
had interfered with any of the above objectives.’> It was seriously doubted, 
moreover, that any federal power authorized the administration to use the bed 
of the ocean for the purpose of searching for and producing oil and other nat- 
ural resources. Nor did the states contend that the federal authorities might 
take the marginal sea for a public use via the power of eminent domain. In this 
event, however, the Fifth Amendment would compel “just compensation.”!* 


The Justice Department, under the management of the then Attorney-Gen- 
eral Tom Clark, argued in U. S. v. California that the nation as a whole owned 
the “tidelands” for purposes of extracting petroleum.’© This theory was re- 
tained through U. S. v. Louisiana and U. S. v. Texas. Beyond this, however, the 
government did not choose to go. It was agreed that the states might control 
fishing, sponging, and extraction of sand and gravel. It was further disclaimed 


2. The Oil Sisuation—Today ond Tomorrow, 27 C ji Digess 231 (1948). 
* Borax Consolidated Led. v. City of Los Angeles, 269 U.S. 10 (1935). 

%  M. A. The Tidelends Controversy, Wichita University Srosees, Vol. 24, No. 4, p. 3. 
il. 


a 


. 


SPREE 
i 


if Gamble, Fortune, July, 1948, p. 70. 


Riches, News, 7,1 . 21. 
Riches, U.S. News, May 7, 1988 p21. 


» 27 Comg. Dig. 233 (1948). 

flied Vex 204 Loriiana slone. 13 Departement of Scate 

’s proclamation extending U.S. jurisdiction to the subsoil and sea bed of the 
Lends, 1 L. Rev. 246 (1 " 

1S 699, 1021193 6). op 

Controversy, W: \wéversity Studies, Vol. 24, No. 4 p. 15. 


Sa ERE SeReye 





UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS SCHOOL OF LAW SECTION 65 


that the government sought to procure a rule which would enable it to attain 
title to the beds of rivers, bays, harbors, or lakes.'’ The latter point of agree- 
ment is somewhat shorn of its self-sacrificing appearance by the majority opinion 
in U. S. v. California: “California has a qualified ownership of the lands under 
inland navigable waters such as rivers, harbors, and even tidelands down to 
the low water mark.” (emphasis supplied ) '* 


II 


The judicial branch was first drawn into the fray in 1940. In two separate 
cases it was asked to rule on the right of the Secretary of Interior to refuse action 
on applications for federal leases. Both held that the Secretary could so refuse.!? 


These were not, however, the first instances of court proclamation. For nearly 
a century, cases had contained language to the effect that the court considered 
the states as owners, at least to the three mile limit.?° There was, it is true, no 
occasion to so hold; the impression of state title was, nevertheless, inescapable. 
The tidelands cases overthrew a vast body of judicial reasoning and proclama- 
tion. The California case admits as much, but sidesteps precedent by the dis- 
tinguishing of fact situations. 21 The language of Mr. Justice Black, speaking for 
the majority, is indicative: “ . . this Court has followed and reasserted the 
basic doctrine of the Pollard case many times. And in doing so it has used 
language strong enough to indicate that the court then believed that the states 
not only owned the tidelands and soil under inland navigable rivers, but also 
owned soils under all navigable waters within their territorial jurisdiction, 
whether inland or not.” The total number of such cases is staggering: fifty- 
three Supreme Court and two hundred and forty-four Federal and State Court 
decisions. 


The vast majority of these cases were decided through application of the 
“equal footing” rule first embodied in the Northwest Ordinance.”? Martin v. 
Lessee of Waddell, the forerunner of the decisions, said that, inasmuch as the 
13 original states had acquired as sovereignties all the attributes of the crown, 
including the ownership of the subsoil to their navigable waters, and inasmuch 
as this subsoil was never surrendered upon the formation of the Union, they 
still retained ee 24 Pollard’s Lessee v. Hagan was more explicit: “First: 
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The shores of the navigable weters; and the soils under them were not granted 
by the Constitution to the United States, but were reserved to the states re- 
spectively. Second: the new states have the same rights, sovereignty, and juris- 
diction over this subject as the original states.” 


Louisiana and California both endeavored to utilize the equal footing doc- 
irine in behalf of their claims. The Court, in each case, undercut the defense 
via the argument that none of the original states owned the subsoil of the tide- 
lands; therefore the subsequently admitted states were not endowed with title.” 
United States v. Texas employed the novel approach that, in view of the lack of 
proprietary interest to the marginal sea beds in the original states, Texas could 
not, even assuming it had expressly reserved ownership of the “tidelands,” re- 
tain the seabed; if it did so, reasoned Mr. Justice Douglas on behalf of the ma- 
jority, it would not have been admitted on an equal footing, but, rather, a su- 
perior footing with regard to its sister states.’ 

Two problems emerge from these declarations: first, the operative effect of 
the “equal footing” provision; and second, the validity, as pertains to factual 
exposition, of the court’s historical analysis. Let us consider them one by one. 


Two Justices, Reed and Minton, dissented to the Texas decision upon the 
basis, among others, that “equal footing” pertained to political and sovereign, 
as distinct from proprietary, rights.”* A great many cases have born this out.” 
The Martin v. Waddell and Pollard v. Hagan line of authority has, however, 
represented the doctrine that “equal footing” is operative upon the beds of 
navigable waters.*° The Texas decision stands alone as holding that ‘ ‘equal 
footing” severs from a state that property which it concededly owned prior to 
its admission into the Union.?? 

Once we accept the premise that “equal footing” is capable of insuring, or 
divesting, proprietary interests, the historical background of the three mile limit 
and the original states’ title to the marginal sea subsoil become of great im- 
portance. The language of the three cases, isolated from such collateral issues 
as the effect of annexation agreements and/or of congressional non-action, 
leads inevitably to the impression that, had the original states owned the "tide- 
lands,” the subsequently admitted states would have followed suit. 


The layer of sovereign jurisdiction stretches three miles seaward. This pre- 
cise distance was claimed in 1793 by Thomas Jefferson, in his capacity as 
President Washington's Secretary of State; the extension has become standard- 
ized since that time.>? Both President Truman? and the court?‘ have consid- 
ered the circumstance that Jefferson’s assertion was made after the Constitu- 
tion’s adoption as conclusive of the fact that the states did not own their “tide- 


lands” while each was sovereign. This attitude is substantiated in some degree 
25. Pollard’s Lessee v. Hagan, 44 a+. pi2 (1845). 
26. Uniced Seates v. California, 332 US. 19, 31 (1947); US. v. Louisiana, 339 U.S. 699, 705 (1950). 
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by a realization that the first of the Revolutionary states to extend its boundaries 
officially to the three mile point was Massachusetts in 1859.?* 


This line of thought presumes that the states had nothing in the way of sub- 
sea land prior to the Jeffersonian claim. Such an attitude is open to criticism. 
The colonial charters, almost without exception, contained language manifestly 
capable of interpretation as a grant to the colonies, if not of ownership at least 
of the rights to minerals within large areas of ocean off their coasts.* These 
charters covered wide areas, often from “sea to sea,” and included the uplands, 
bays, rivers, and apparently tidelands. The Plymouth Charter is illustrative: 


“, . . all the Main Lands from Sea to Sea together alsoe with all the firme Lands 
Soiles Grounds Havens Ports Rivers Waters Fishings. . . and all and singular other 
Comodities Jurisdictions Royalties Priviledges Franchises and Preheminences both 
within the said Tract of Land upon the Main and alsoe within the Islands and Seas 
Adjoyning.”37 
These grants must, of course, be classified as incidents derived from British 
sovereignty and in the same category as claims, later reduced, of that time. 
The independent states did, subsequent to Yorktown, make definite moves in 
the direction of assuring their ante-Revolution property holdings. In 1779, the 
Second Continental Congress, as an agent of the victorious states, instructed 
the peace commissioners to claim, for each state, all the territory granted by 
their original charters. The preceding instructions were revised, in 1782, for 
use in the Paris Congress; of the state boundaries, it was said: “on this occasion 
it is to be observed that our contest will be with his Britannic Majesty alone. 


Under his authority the limits of these states, while in the character of colonies, 
was established; to those limits the United States, considered as independent 
sovereignties, have succeeded. Whatever territorial rights, therefore, belonged 
to them before the revolution, were necessarily devolved upon them at the era 
of independence.” (emphasis added )** 


Did the Constitution, then, divest the original states of those lands which 
they held under their charters and which had been retained in their jurisdiction 
after the Paris Congress of 1783? A thorough reading of the Constitution will 
reveal that the states made no concessions as to lands or property rights. This 
subject was dealt with by collateral agreements between the states and the 
general government. An excellent summation of the effect of the common 
covenant is provided by United States v. Revans: 


“The Article which describes the jurisdictional power of the United States is not 
intended for cession of territory or of general jurisdiction. It is obviously designed 
for other purposes. It is in the 8th section of the second article we are to look for 
cessions of territory . . . It is observable that the er of exclusive legislation 
(which is jurisdiction) is united with the cession of territory, which is to be the 
free act of the states.”39 


35. Mass. Acts, 289, p. 640 (1859). 
i ituti Laws, 529 (Conn.), 557 (Del.), 76 


. , American Charters, Constitutions and ‘ic ( 
oe) 1846, 1870 (Mass.), 2433 (N.H.), 2533 (N.J.), 1641 (N.Y.), 2743, 2761 (Carolinas), 
211 (R.L), 3783, 3790, 3802 (Va.). 
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Ill 


The transfer from mare clausum to mare liberium was largely from owner- 
ship for the sake of ownership to ownership for the sake of defense. Does the 
fact that we fight wars as a nation and not as separate states invest the title in 
the nation? 

Dean Roscoe Pound’s argument“ supplies a legal answer. He maintains that 
the incidents of external sovereignty are not incompatible with ownership as 
distinct from sovereignty. It is true that Article IV, Section 4 of the Constitu- 
tion provides that the United States shall protect each state against invasion; 
therefore, defense on both land and sea are national and not state interests. 
The fallacy, according to Dean Pound, is that national rights must be paramount 
for all other purposes as well as for the exigencies of defense. Mr. Justice Reed, 
in his California*’ and Texas*? dissents contended that state ownership does 
not conflict with the federal right in either war or peace, and that the power 
of the U. S. is plenary over these lands just as over every river, farm, mine, and 
factory of the nation. Mr. Justice Frankfurter carried this matter to its logical 
conclusion when he asserted that the fact that oil deposits are vital is of no 
more importance in determining trespass than the existence of uranium de- 
posits; in either instance, the federal power has not been subject to interfer- 
ence.*? Were the majority theory carried to the extreme to which it points, it 
would appear that Kansas could be enjoined from supervising its oil lands and 
that the federal government slone could lease, due to the military importance 
of the underlying petroleum deposits. It is obvious that if the states owned the 
subsoil of the “tidelands” the defense interests would not serve to divest them 
in the absence of eminent domain. 


IV 


The last major problem involved in the “tidelands cases” revolves about the 
admission, as such, of Louisiana, California, and Texas to the Union. Each state 
maintained that the circumstances of its entrance were of such nature as would 
preserve its claim to the bed of the adjacent marginal sea. 

Louisiana pointed to the fact that the treaty of cession from France to the 
United States gave the title of public lands to the State of Louisiana and not 
to the federal government.“ This contention relied heavily upon the holding 
in New Orleans v. U. S.,“° which was distinguished by the court on the basis 
that it pertained to rivers and not “tidelands.” California looked to its original 
constitution of 1849, written before the state was taken into the Union, which 
claimed three English miles seaward. It reminded the court that Congress had 
ratified the territorial boundary in the passage of its enabling act.“ It must be 
remembered, however, that although California had become a Republic of 
7. | phe Texas Tidelends Car, 3 igen Rev. 121 (1951). 
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sorts, the legal acquisition of the territory was dependent on the Treaty of 
Guadaloupe Hidalgo.*” This document fixed the boundary of California at 
three miles from the shore but contained an express reservation of title to all 
public lands in the United States.“* It would therefore appear, although the 
court did not deal with the matter, that the claim of the nation was forwarded 
greatly by the precise terms of the treaty. San Francisco v. LeRoy,“? which held 
that the land underlying San Francisco Bay passed to the state, might have been 
considered as either in error or distinguishable in the manner of New Orleans v. 
U.S. 


On the whole, the defenses of this sort employed by Louisiana and California 
do not appear overly conclusive when considered separately. Both are highly 
dependent upon proprietary “equal footing” and their validity must, of ne- 
cessity, survive or fail with that doctrine. 

The claim of Texas is on a different plane. For nine years, from 1836 to 
1845, it was a duly constituted republic, a recognized and sovereign member 
of the family of nations.*° In 1845, the Republic of Texas was annexed with 
its consent by the United States. It is a fundamental principle of international 
law that the provisions of a treaty of annexation must be strictly construed 
against the annexing party.°' A brief review of the background and nature of 
the annexation agreement will serve to indicate why U. S. v. Texas is the most 
controversial of a set of controversial cases. 


International law at the time of Texas independence, while not allowing an 
indefinite expansion of sovereignty, did permit a great latitude.*? In the first 
session of the Republic’s Congress, the boundaries were established which were 
in existence at the time of annexation: “. . . beginning at the mouth of the 
Saline River and running west along the Gulf of Mexico three leagues from 
land, to the mouth of the Rio Grande. . .”*? 


The “‘tidelands” were, therefore a portion of the public lands of the Republic. 
When it is realized that Texas, as an independent state, could retain its owner- 
ship of something susceptible to ownership, such as lands subadjacent to water 
areas within its domain, the only question is whether it did so when it joined 
the Union.** 

The first treaty of annexation between the United States and Texas was 
signed on April 12, 1844.°* It provided that the United States would assume 
the Texas debt of ten million dollars and, in return, the federal government 
would be ceded all its vacant and unappropriated lands, presumably including 
the bed of the marginal sea.** This treaty was rejected by a hostile Senate. The 
election campaign of 1844 found annexation a dominant issue; its proponent, 
James K. Polk, defeated its opponent, Henry Clay. Steps were taken even be- 
a. | Treaties 1109 (1910). 
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fore Polk’s inauguration, toward annexation.’’ A joint resolution of the United 
States Congress, on March 1, 1845, inviting Texas to become a state contained 
the following terms: that it should pay its own debts, and that it should retain 
its own public lands.*® The Republic accepted this proposal. There was an “equal 
footing” clause, inserted in the resolution; it was optional, and both Presidents 
Tyler and Polk disregarded it.’ Particular attention is directed toward two 
matters. First, the non-use of the “equal footing” provision undermines the 
deprivation of Texas of her “tidelands” on the basis that the original states had 
no such rights. Even when we accept the concept of proprietary “equal footing,” 
the provision is statutory and not Constitutional; it was not applied to Texas 
under the optional resolution. Secondly, a comparison of the rejected treaty of 
1844 and the accepted counter-proposal of 1855 reveals that the United States, 
in effect, turned down an offer of the public lands of Texas for ten million 
dollars. 


As required by the joint resolution, the state constitution of Texas was laid 
before Congress in December, 1845. A final joint resolution was passed and 
approved by the President on December 29. Section 20 of that constitution 
provided: “the rights of property and of action which have been acquired under 
the Constitution and the laws of the Republic of Texas shall not be divested. . . 
but the same shall remain precisely in the situation which they were before the 
adoption of this Constitution.”© 


Even had Texas ceded the land, however, she still retained the minerals 


thereunder according to the mining laws of Spain, Mexico, and Texas which 
continued in effect. The 1845 Constitution retained ownership in the state;°! 
it was not relinquished, even to the private owners of the surface, until the 1866 
constitution was adopted.®? With full knowledge of the peculiarities of Texas 
land law, Congress omitted mention of the mineral lands in the 1845 resolu- 
tion although they had been ennumerated separately in the unratified agree- 
ment. 


Vv 


The court’s decisions may be, and have been, criticized upon many and varied 
grounds. In one instance it must be noted, the statesmanship, if not the courage, 
of the judiciary is undeniable. The majority in U. S. v. California explained that 
Congress may, under Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 of the Constitution, dis- 
pose of federal lands. There had been a strong body of public opinion all 
along to the effect that the disrute was of such a nature that it belonged on the 
agenda of Congress as a political question, and not on the trial docket as a legal 
one.® Be that as it may, the fact remains that, whereas the court has spoken and 

- Hicks, A History of American Democracy, p. 310. 
2 Sa 797. (ig43). Treaties International Acts of the U.S. 706-8. 
G0. Daniel, Texas’ Title to Scbmerged Lands, 1 Baylor L. Rev. 246 (1949). 
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the administrative branch is bogged down in its own inconsistency, the door re- 
mains open to Congress to take positive action 

The legislative branch has considered submerged lands before. In 1937, 
Senator Nye of North Dakota introduced a resolution that all tidelands be 
declared a part of the public domain; this was discouraged by an Attorney 
General’s office which did not foresee the Roosevelt policy shift. Congress 
rejected similar proposals during 1938 and 1939.°’ 


In 1945, fifty different bills were introduced to block the government's 
moves in the direction of offshore oil. Of these, H.J. Res. 225 was finally 
fought through both houses; it quit-claimed to adjacent states a three mile belt 
of all land situated under the ocean beyond low tide, except those which the 
government had acquired by purchase, condemnation, or domination.© Presi- 
dent Truman vetoed the bill on the basis that Congress was not a competent 
forum for determination of a matter before the courts; the veto was sustained.’”° 


Following the California decision, some 27 measures were introduced in a 
period of two months both effectuating and derogating from the judicial re- 
sult.’ S.J. Res. 20, re-vesting title in the states, was successful in passing both 
houses in the second session of the 82nd Congress, but was killed by a Truman 
veto. The President gave, as his reason, that the bill would be “. . . a free gift 
of immensely valuable resources, which belong to the entire nation, to the 
states which happen to be located nearest to them.”” 


VI 


Both houses of Congress were, by narrow margins, entrusted by the 1952 
electorate to the Republican party. Its standard-bearer, Dwight D. Eisenhower, 
made it clear as early as March 23, 1952, that he favored return of the dis- 
puted area to the states; the Republican platform adopted this view.” Governor 
Stevenson, on the other hand, hewed to the Truman line.’ He informed Gov- 
ernor Shivers of Texas that he, too, would veto any bill which placed title in 
the states.” 


The Republican protestations regarding tideland policy could not be easily 
disregarded in these post-campaign days. Both Governor Kennon of Louisiana 
and Governor Shivers bolted the Democratic party to support the Eisenhower 
candidacy in reliance upon the General's stand; the Texas State Democratic 
Committee was likewise on the bandwagon. Even more important is the fact 
that the normally Democratic voters of Texas gave Eisenhower a 136,000 ma- 
jority and overwhelmingly Democratic Louisiana came within a hair’s breadth 
of of entering the Republican column; California went to Eisenhower by 630,000 
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votes.’ Few politicians or political organizations can afford to alienate voters 
who have relied upon their good faith. 

Conditions favorable to the revesting of title in the states were augmented 
when Representative Sam Rayburn and Senator Lyndon Johnson were chosen 
minority floor leaders of, respectively, the House and Senate. Both are Texans 
and, although they led the Stevenson campaign in their native state, both are 
pledged to support a return of offshore oil. It should also be noted that both 
face the Texas electorate in 1954 and can scarcely afford to take a stand un- 
favorable with their constituents. 


The Republican leadership was not tardy in its efforts to push tidelands legis- 
lation. On February 9, Senator Taft listed it as one of the eleven objectives of 
the Eighty-third Congress.’’ As of February 14, four bills were before the 
Senate’s interior committee. The first, introduced by Florida’s Senator Holland, 
would restore to the states offshore rights within their original boundaries. The 
second, sponsored by Senator Daniel of Texas, would include the Holland pro- 
posal and, in addition, provide for joint state-federal rights on the continental 
shelf beyond the boundaries. The third, offered by Senator Anderson of New 
Mexico, provides for federal control; Senator Hill of Alabama submitted an 
amendment to this proposal which would place profits from federal leases in 
an aid-to-education fund. The fourth bill, introduced by Senator Kefauver of 
Tennessee, is in the nature of a resolution to set up a commission to study the 
situation and make recommendations.’”® On March 14, a House judiciary sub- 
committee approved legislation analogous to that submitted by Senator Hol- 
land.’? The act eventually approved by Congress and signed by the President 
was substantially in accord with the Holland proposal. 


Attorney General Brownell has been the focal point of several tidelands 
moves. This is only natural in view of the legal overtones of the issue. In two 
specific instances, Brownell’s pronouncements have been of great importance 


In December, President Truman issued an executive order which professed 
to create a naval reserve of the offshore reservoir. On February 16, Brownell 
wrote an opinion stating that the order could only have the effect of transferring 
administration of the tidelands from the interior to the naval department. He 
opined that a naval reserve, as such, was not created, inasmuch as, under the 
existing Petroleum Reserve act, reserves may only be established by act of 
Congress.*° This opinion was greeted by Congressmen favorable to the Hol- 
land and/or Daniel bills, but criticized by Montana’s Senator Murray who, while 
admitting that no law specifically authorizes the President to establish naval 
reserves, said that the chief executive does not need express statutory authority 
to reserve U. S. public lands for public use.*! 

In the final days of February, Brownell proposed a tidelands solution. He 
suggested that the states be given the right to exploit the oil without getting 
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title to the land. This suggestion was left significanly unendorsed by the 
President in an early March news conference. It is reported by columnist 
Marquis Childs that the motive for the Brownell suggestion lay in reports that 
an interior state might challenge a grant of title to Texas, Louisiana, and Cali- 
fornia on the basis that the Congress has no right to divest the federal gov- 
ernment of a natural treasure belonging to the people of the forty-eight states. 
Childs further reports that “those familiar with the workings of the law in such 
complex matters believe (that, by such a suit, the tidelands) . . . can be tied up 
for as long as ten years.” This development would of course discourage in- 
vestment by private companies. Since the passage of the Holland bill, reports 
have persisted that such a suit will be instituted.®* 


It has been seen that the immensely rich offshore area is a natural battle- 
ground for a tug-of-war between state and nation, that the three Supreme 
Court decisions dealing with the matter have been subjected to considerable 
criticism, and that the judicial future of the controversy is clouded, hence not 
susceptible to prediction. It is trite but true to conclude that the only thing 
certain about the prospective title of the tidelands is its uncertainty. Neither 
the Roosevelt nor Truman administrations nor the highest court of the land 
has been able to quiet the turmoil caused by the issue. There is little indication 

that the passage of the Holland bill will accomplish the end of pacifying these 
troubled waters. 


82. Childs, Washington Calling, United Feature Syndicate, March 10, 1953. 
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COMMENTS 
TREATY POWERS AMENDMENT UNNECESSARY 


By SCHUYLER W. JACKSON* 


It was with surprise that I noted, on page 409 of the May issue of the BAR 
JOURNAL, the resolution of the Executive Council indorsing the so-called 
Bricker and other proposals to amend the provisions of the Constitution of the 
United States as to the making and effect of treaties. I should have believed 
that such astute lawyers as those comprising the Executive Council would give 
careful consideration to a proposal to amend the Constitution, and that they 
might refer to the members of the Association the question of whether such 
a proposal should be indorsed or rejected in the name of the Association. 


I am advised that the Council was unanimously in favor of the proposal; 
and again, that they were advised no one was against it except that “New 
York crowd.” It is apparently true that the membership of both the Bar Asso- 
ciations of the City and the State of New York considered these proposals, and 
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that after consideration by committees and by the members in convention as- 
sembled, both associations passed a resolution opposing the adoption of any 
of the suggested amendments. 

Did the Council know that a growing number of eminent lawyers, some 
from New York of course, condemn the proposals found in S.J. Res. 130, 82nd 
Congress and S.J. Res. 1 and S.J. Res. 43, 83rd Congress? I cite only a few 
of the names of well known lawyers who oppose the amendments: John W. 
Davis, Judge John J. Parker, Judge Manley O. Hudson, Jacob M. Lashley— 
former president of the American Bar Association, Harrison Tweed, William 
Roy Vallance, Jefferson B. Fordham—Dean of the University of Pennsylvania 
Law School, William D. Mitchell—former Attorney General of the United 
States, Herbert Brownell, Jr—Attorney General of the United States, and 
Zechariah Chaffee, Jr. 

One would assume that the opinions of lawyers of the type named would be 
worthy of some consideration. 


Moreover, it might have been interesting to notice the views of President 
Eisenhower on this question as set forth in Report No. 412 of the Senate Ju- 
diciary Committee, 83rd Congress, 1st session, page 56. The proposals were 
opposed also by Mr. John Foster Dulles, Secretary of State, and by Mr. Harold 
Stassen, Director of Mutual Security. Both of the last mentioned gentlemen 
are also lawyers of repute. The senate resolutions have also been opposed by 
the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of Com- 
merce, the Secretary of Labor, and the Chairman of the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission. Senator Alexander Wiley, Chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the Senate, is violently opposed to the suggested amendments. 

The chief proponents of the proposals for the amendment of the Constitu- 
tion have been Messrs. Frank E. Holman and Alfred J. Schweppe, both of 
Seattle. That these two gentlemen are effective campaigners, no one can deny. 
Mr. Holman, a former president of the American Bar Association, was able 
to obtain the approval of a majority of the members of the House of Delegates 
for his proposals despite the opposition of the Section of the Association on 
International and Comparative Law. Of course, no one knows how a majority 
of the members of the Association would vote. 

Messrs. Holman and Schweppe came riding out of the west to change the 
well-considered provisions of the Founding Fathers as to the powers of the 
federal government in making treaties and in support thereof seem to urge two 
propositions: 

(1) That there is a danger that the government will by treaty limit the 
fundamental rights guaranteed in the first ten amendments to the United States 
Constitution. 

(2) That by use of the same power, the federal government can destroy 
the powers reserved to the states. 

These horrific prophecies actually seem to be based on certain dicta of Mr. 
Justice Holmes in the case of Missouri v. Holland, (1920) 252 U. S. 416, and 
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perhaps on certain dicta in the case of United States v. Curtiss-Wright Corp., 
(1936) 299 U. S. 304, in which Mr. Justice Sutherland wrote the opinion. It 
is fully agreed by everyone that both of these decisions were rightly decided. 
It was further admitted by Mr. Schweppe in a mimeographed release reaching 
my desk dated May 8, 1953, that cases such as The Cherokee Tobacco, (1870), 
11 Wall. 616; Holden v. Jay, (1872), 17 Wall. 211, De Geofroy v. Riggs, 
(1889) 133 U. S. 258; and Doe v. Braden, (1853), 16 How. 635, hold that 
“a treaty cannot violate the Constitution, nor authorize what the Constitution 
forbids, nor change the nature of the government of the United States or the 
relation between the States and the United States.” (Schweppe, letter, pg. 2) 
It is not contended that Mr. Justice Holmes actually intended to overrule these 
cases (and certainly he did not overrule them). But it is contended that certain 
dicta in the Holland case must be read, apart from the qualifying language 
recognized to exist in the opinion, to sustain the fears of the author of the letter. 
None of the proponents of the proposed amendments have ever attempted to 
point out a treaty which has been signed and ratified which they would con- 
sider unconstitutional. Evidently former presidents and members of the Senate 
of the United States have been fairly careful men with the result that the Su- 
preme Court has never actually been compelled to hold a treaty unconstitu- 
tional. But the proponents find danger in dicta of Mr. Justice Holmes—when 
taken out of its context—dicta which was written thirty-three years ago—and 
further feel that future presidents and members of the senate will be unworthy 
of trust. It would also seem that they lack confidence in the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 


A word as to the second point mentioned above. The first treaty made by 
the United States in 1783, before the adoption of the Constitution, provided 
that United States citizens might inherit property in France and that Frenchmen 
might inherit property in the United States. There have been hundreds of such 
treaties made since that time. The inheritance of property is normally gov- 
erned by state not federal law. The framers of the Constitution being fully 
aware of the fact that in such cases as just cited, and in others a treaty might 
have effect on state law, apparently to protect the states, provided that treaties 
must be consented to by two-thirds of the senate—that body where all of the 
states are equally represented. It may be noted that the inheritance treaties 
were not called into question as invading states rights until 1855, when the state 
of California through its attorney general attempted to gain the property by 
escheat of a subject of Prussia who died in that state. It was contended that a 
treaty between the United States and Prussia providing for the mutual right of 
inheritance for the: nationals of each country could not affect the law of Cali- 
fornia. The state supreme court held in a well written opinion that in view of 
the treaty the property of the deceased alien descended to his heirs. (People v. 
Gerke & Clark, 5 Cal. 381) And see also Colson v. Carlson, 116 Kan. 593. 


All that the case of Missouri v. Holland, supra, did was to apply this prin- 
ciple of the inheritance cases to the case of a treaty between Canada and the 
United States providing for the protection of wild ducks and geese. 
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The second paragraph of the resolution adopted by the Executive Council 
of the Kansas Bar Association would endanger the right of the government to 
enter into any of the above mentioned treaties, and:many others. (See testimony 
of John Foster Dulles.) 


It would seem to require that such treaties be accepted by the 48 states as 
well as the federal government. To do away with such a requirement was, of 
course, one of the reasons for adopting the federal Constitution in the first 
place. The proposed amendment would, in fact, take away the status of a nation 
from this country under International Law. (See testimony of Mr. Herbert 
Brownell, Jr.) The men who drew the Constitution understood all this, 
and did a remarkable piece of draftsmanship in fashioning the provisions of 
that instrument. Even according to the people who would tear it to rags, the 
Constitution has worked perfectly for more than 160 years. 


In Whitney v. Robertson, 124 U. S. 190, it is said: 

“By the Constitution a treaty is placed on the same footing, and made of like 
obligation, with an act of legislation. Both are declared by that instrument to be 
pe supreme law of the land, and no superior efficacy is given to either over the 

er. 

In the Whitney case the court found that a treaty had been effectively abro- 
gated, as far as domestic law was concerned, by a subsequent act of congress. 
In the very early days of the Republic, congress specifically terminated a treaty 
with France by passing a statute. (1 U. S. Statutes at Large 578, Act of July 7, 
1798.) Now if this be so, and it is Horn Book law, will Messrs. Holman and 
Schweppe and the members of the Executive Council of the Kansas State Bar 
Association please explain to me how an act of gcvernment, which is on the 
same footing as a statute and subject to repeal by a simple subsequent statute, 
can constitute a threat to the provisions of the Constitution of the United States? 


I may be a conservative, but I am much more afraid of naive and ill-con- 
sidered amendments being used to destroy the Constitution than that such a 
thing might happen by some treaty which would be signed by the president, 
consented to by two-thirds of the senate and then upheld by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 
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Address communications to Franklin Cerrick, Third Floor, Statehouse, Topeka, Kansas 


LAWYERS SHOULD TAKE INITIATIVE ON JUDICIAL REFORM 


Most maligned of all the members of the legislature are the lawyers. Even the strong- 
est critics of the profession must admit that the abuse they get is out of proportion to 
their numbers. 

When a farmer wants to kill a bill, all he must do is mention in debate that this is a 
“lawyer's bill.” This phobia possibly dates back to the territorial days when lawyers, 
because of the suspicion they could read and write, were not altogether trusted by the 
horny-handed sod breakers. 


Now that most farmer members of the legislature went to K-State, even while the 
lawyers were going to K. U., the rivalry is a little obsolete. One group is as suspect of 
being intellectual as the other. 

YET THE DISCRIMINATION against lawyers continues. In our compassion for 
them, then, we offer this advice: 


There is one issue before Kansans for which only the lawyers can furnish the leader- 
ship. Contrarywise, the lawyers, comprising as they do the full membership of the ju- 
diciary committees, are the ones who can kill this needed legislation. 

I refer to judicial reform. Most Kansans, I believe, are convinced that the election 
of district court and supreme court judges, following partisan political campaigns, does 
not produce the best judiciary within reach of the state. 

Proposals have been made for a system where the legal fraternity nominates a panel 
of its best members for judgeships. From the panel, the governor will appoint to fill 
vacancies. The people still will have the power to oust a bad judge. But a good judge 
will be spared the expense and judicial embarrassment of periodic political campaigns 
to hold his job. 

The Layman must look to the lawyers for guidance and leadership in such a reform 
movement. The lawyers, by accepting that leadership, can write a “lawyer's bill” which 
even the most skeptical farmer legislators will endorse heartily—The Hutchinson News- 
Herald, Dec. 31, 1952. 


LEGAL ETHICS BOOK TO BE PUBLISHED 


Columbia University Press announces that, through the generosity of The William 
Nelson Cromwell Foundation, its forthcoming book, “Legal Ethics” by Henry S. Drinker, 
will be available to purchasers below cost. 


“A book the size of Drinker’s ‘Legal Ethics'—nearly 450 pages, 64% by 91% inches— 
usually sells for $6 or $7,” Leon E. Seltzer, Sales Promotion Manager of Columbia Uni- 
versity Press, said in discussing the price of “Legal Ethics.” “However,” he continued, “a 
grant from The William Nelson Cromwell F ion has made it possible for us to offer 
the book at a bargain price. Until September 1, it can be ordered for $2.00. Thereafter, 
it will be $4.00—still a remarkably low price.” 
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“This is the nearest thing to giving » book away in quantity we have ever done,” he 
went on. “It is an indication of how important a book its sponsors feel it to be and how 
earnest they are in the belief that every lawyer and every person interested in legal 
ethics should have a copy.” 


Henry S. Drinker, senior partner of Drinker, Biddle and Reath, has served on the 
American Bar Association Standing Committee on Professional Ethics and Grievances 
for thirteen years. During the nine years he has been Chairman of the Committee, Mr. 
Drinker has collected the decisions of all the ethics committees throughout the country. 
His book, “Legal Ethics,” digests these rulings as well as the 287 published decisions 
and the 300 hitherto-unpublished rulings which, since 1922, the American Bar Associa- 
tion has rendered. 


“Legal Ethics” covers the whole field of modern legal ethics. It includes a short his- 
tory of the bar in England and in the United States and a discussion of the sanctions of 
professional conduct and of disciplinary procedure. The duties of the lawyer—to the 
public, to the courts, to clients, and to the other lawyers—compose the major part of 
the book. Judicial ethics and lawyers’ advertising and solicitation are also dealt with in 
detail. 


INCOME TAX INSTITUTES BEING PLANNED 


The Bureau of Internal Revenue with the cooperation of Director Lynn R. Brodrick, 
auditor for the Department of Revenue and Taxation, are cooperating with Kansas State 
College in holding an Income Tax Institute for accountants, attorneys and others who 
professionally assist farmers and small businessmen with the completion of their tax 
returns. The 1953 program will again be held at 6 points in Kansas, beginning about 
mid-November and closing December 100th and 11th. Attendance in the past four years 
has increased. 

The 1953 program is now being planned and the cooperating agencies hope to present 
material of a slightly more technical nature than at of previous years. The printed 
program for these Fifth Annual Farm and Business Income Tax Institutes will probably 
be sent to all members of the Bar Association of Kansas as was done for the Fourth 
Annual Institute in 1952, according to H. C. Love, Extension Economist, Farm Manage- 
ment, Kansas State College of Agriculture and Applied Science and the United States 
Department of Agriculture, cooperating. Under this procedure, the announcements and 
programs of the 1953 institutes in the 6 cities of the state would be sent to all the 
members of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas. 
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Country Style 


By R. S. BARNETT 
5707 Cherry Street, Kansas City, Missouri 
































Just as I was leaving for a week in Can- 
the postman hands me a letter from 
Frank Corrick stating if I could get the 
Hash in by July 23 or 24 it would perhaps 
make the August issue. I delayed the trip 
an hour, to get a little bit of what I have 


in the column and back to Frank. 


Lloyd Hall has resigned from the city 
attorney's office of Topeka and is now full- 
time resident attorney for the “Osteo” with 
an office at Topeka. I understand Lloyd 
is handling the legislative as well as the 
legal. Fred Carman succeeds Lloyd as city 
attorney, with the assistance of Malcolm 
Copeland and Bob Brock. Harold Jones 
went from the city office to the office of 
Earl Hatcher in the Bank of Topeka Build- 
ing. 


Moyer and Heibert are the last firm in 
Wichita to make up, as far as I know, with 
offices in the Insurance Building. 

Les Arvin has returned from Washing- 
ton, and set up his own firm under the 

le of Arvin and Arvin. Mrs. Arvin was 

itted not too long ago. 


Lester Luther has reopened his office at 
Cimarron after a lapse of some twenty 
I think Lester went to Topeka with 

S. S. Alexander if I remember rightly. 


Vern Bowersock left the D. A. office in 
the spring. Went back to Columbus to re- 
open his office after a lapse of a couple of 
years. Jules Doty was in with Vern when 


Vern went to ys Jules went as post- 
master. I don’t know whether he is still 
postmaster or not. 

George Melvin is moving to a new lo- 
cation on September 1. George bought a 
building on the main street of Lawrence 
and remodeled it to suit an office arrange- 
ment. I know y.wu will like it, George. 


The Reno County Bar voted to hold a 
fall meet of the Southwest Ba: at Hutch- 
inson on September 5. The Hutchinson 
boys are real entertainers and very generous 
in their hospitality. The surrounding boys 
better come along too. We will be glad to 
have you all. I'll be there, too. 


Ralph Thorne of Hutchinson and Ai 
Ross of Kansas City, Kansas, are the new 
compensation examiners just appointed. 

Jim Galle from McPherson has taken a 
new twist in his thirty years as a lawyer. 
He has moved lock, stock and barrel, into 
Topeka to the office of attorney general. 

Lyon county is getting along with a new 
courthouse all these years. In the 
meantime, the county offices are divided 
all over the town. 

Warren Grant, district judge of Mont- 
gomery county, is attempting to establish 
a pictorial memorial to the county Bar, in- 
sofar as he can secure pictures of the de- 
ceased members. Jt doesn’t seem believable 
—in 1867 the county was in the Osage Na- 
tion. The first term of court was held in 
1870. 

Ralph Noah, Beloit, wants five sections 
of Gunn glass bookcases. Anyone got ‘em 
for sale? 

The K. U. law class of 1928 has held, 
under the direction of Clayt Brenner of 
Olathe and Tim Bannon of Leavenworth, 
a twenty-five year reunion at Lawrence on 
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June 6. Thirty-two had registered to at- 
tend. 


Marvin Meyer is with Wallace Wolfe at 
Oberlin as of graduating time in the spring. 
I met him the first time in April. 


Lee Cushenbery has a new home, a ranch 
house with large and copious quarters sit- 
uated in or about Oberlin, Kansas, suitable 
for an enjoyable week-end at most any 
time. Mrs. Cush loves company. Let's all 
help him with a house warming. 


Tom Conroy succeeds Orin Jordan as 
city attorney of Beloit. Tom has his own 
office now. 


Don Noah, son of Ralph, was married 
on April 19 to a lovely little lady whom 
I met while he and Ralph were away on a 
law suit. And, incidentally, Don is in with 
his father. 

Jim Hope has just been appointed to 
the city staff of attorneys at Topeka. That 
town grows all the time. 


I see an announcement of where Tom 
seo Rage been a bridegroom for the 
h th time. “By proxy” only. I won- 
der, Tom, does the story ever get old? 


Paul Applegate of WaKeeney died on 
June 6. This was a great shock to all his 


friends, as Paul was in the prime of life. 
I am very sorry to report this. 

Garner Shriver and Vern Williams of 
Wichita, members of the last session, 
undertook to explain the bills the last ses- 
sion passed, to the W.B.A. at a noonday 
lunch on May 13. Both talked at great 
length. I don’t know what the results 
were. 


C. L. Clark heads the Northwest Bar 
en Sant. ee — 

Roulier stepping down. Wallace 
Wale was elected. By president, with 

Ruppenthal of Russell as secretary- 
‘siapanes. “Abous 60 of the Bees errended 
LaRue Royce and Mrs. Royce had an after- 
dinner party, and Ernie Hampton a cock- 
tail hour before dinner. The hospitality of 
the Salina bunch is hard to exceed. I have 
heard a good. many nice things said about 
Salina. At the meeting Fred Conner of 
Great Bend talked on the constructive ser- 
vice act. Jim Dye of Wichita talked on 
“Jointly ed Property and Its Disad- 


vantages.” Jim Conway of Hastings, Ne- 
braska, talked on “Doctrine of Compara- 
tive Negligence.” Smith Brandon of Kan- 
sas City, Missouri, talked on three-fourth 
verdicts. 


The Central Kansas Bar chose a date to 
hold their spring meeting conflicting with 
the Salina y mor The meeting was held at 
Marysville Country Club, where on pre- 
vious meetings we attendance. 
Bob Ferguson, I think, was Central Bar 
President last year. Dean Mclntyre of 
Abilene in as president for this year. 
Frank g of Clay Center was elected 
Vice-President, and Bill Guilfoyle of Abi- 
lene Secretary-Treasurer. I know the meet- 
ing was enthusiastically attended. Sorry I 
could not make it. 

Bill Beezley of Kinsley and his family 
spent a week-end at Wichita, at the Lassen 
Hotel. Bill and family were talking in the 
sights of the metropolis. 

Kenneth C. Kimmel is another new one 
to take on Wichita as a future home and 
place of business His present address is 
319 Beacon Building. 


W.B.A. had James A. Markle of Detroit 
speak at a dinner meeting June 23. Mr. 
Markle is primarily a plaintiff lawyer who 
has had wide experience in trial work, and 
has on occasions addressed the A.B.A. The 
surrounding county Bars were invited. 


Dick Hollingsworth has moved into a 
new location, 709 Bitting Building, in 
Wichita, as of June 15. I think Dick just 
completed a second hitch in the service. 


Karl Hirsh of the Kansas City Title In- 
surance, 10th and Walnut, wants old stat- 
utes and session laws of Kansas prior to 
1920. Anyone got any for sale? 


From what I hear, George Templar of 
Arkansas City tops the choice for the of- 
fice of D.A. at Topeka—who's choice I 
don’t know, but whomsoever, George will 
handle the deal with credit to himself and 
the state as well. 


I have to confess—an attorney in Kan- 
sas City, Kansas—and a lady as well— 
practiced over fifty years. I have never 
heard of her, much less met her. Miss 
Tiera Farrow. The press, as well as the 
Kansas City, Missouri Bar, have written 
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at length on her abilities as a lawyer, states- 
mpd and general all round good citizen- 
ip. 

Bob Domme gets back into an office 
at Topeka. Stormont Building is the new 
address. Bob opened at St. Marys—then in 
North Topeka. Bill Mills goes in as secre- 
tary of the Judicial Council in the place 
of Rand Harvey, who passed away some- 
where abour June 20th, unexpectedly and 
very suddenly. Rand Harvey loved the 
law and all it stood for and practiced as 
diligently as any lawyer I ever knew— 
always willing to help another lawyer. Like 
father, like son—Colonel A. M. Harvey, 
Tige and Rand all gone now. 

I think the court reappointed Bert 
Stavely and Jim Taylor to the Judicial 
Council for another term; Bill Dumars and 
Walt Neibarger as reporter and clerk, re- 
spectively. 

Looks like a new husband and wife team 
for Topeka. Mr. and Mrs. Bernard Haus- 
herr, both lawyers and admitted in June. 
We need more women in the law practice. 
If for no other reason, I like to call on 
them. Good luck to the new firm. 


Dean Ostrum has descended on the of- 
fice of attorney general at Topeka. The 
last time I saw Dean he had a new office 
of his own at Russell—good experiene 
for him in Topeka for a while. 


Chuck Hobart has moved over with the 
department of administration, as general 
counsel. I understand the new setup takes 
over accounting, pre-auditing, purchasing, 
budget making, etc., for the state as a 
whole. 

Fleming, Listrom and Neville is a new 
firm in Topeka, with offices in the New 
England Building—this, I think, as of 
April 1. 

Jerry Kohler of Kansas City, Kansas, 
spent two weeks in Minneapolis with the 
National Convention of Boilermakers, of 
which and for which Jerry is general coun- 
sel for this district. 

Joe Jenkins is associated with Cohen 
and Schnider of Kansas City, Kansas. Joe 
has been in the office for some two years 
and is now one of the permanent fixtures. 


Dwane Bush is acting as counsel for 


the Dickey Clay, with offices in the Com- 
merce Building. Dwane is a 1948 or 1949 
K. U. grad who had a second hitch with 
the Uncle. He would like to see any of 
his Kansas friends when they visit Kansas 
City. 

Dean Gibson is now a partner in the 
Hunt-Baldwin-Gibson firm of Concordia. 
Dean has been in the office a couple of 
years. 

Julian Ralston and Tom Woods are 
working together under the firm of Rals- 
ton and Woods at Wichita. 


Jay Bennett of Norton died June 1 at 
Norton. Jay came up the hard way—from 
county clerk—to study in a law office— 
then admittance. I sold Jay his first law 
book in 1928. He opened at Phillipsburg, 
then moved on west to Norton in 1930. 

Herb Lodge resigned as assistant county 
attorney of Johnson county to devote ail 
his time to his private practice. Jim Brad- 
ley, county attorney, reports several ap- 
plicants for the job. 


Chet Loughbom of Kansas City, Kansas, 
died June 1 of a heart condition. I have 
known Chet for twenty-five years and 
never knew he had a sick day. He was just 
elected to the city court bench last No- 
vember. I am sorry to hear of the death of 
my good friend. 

Another one of my good old Kansas 
City, Kansas, friends closed the last book— 
Bill Drennan, whom I have known almost 
40 years. Bill had been sick for several 
years, but insisted on coming to the office 
as long as he could make it. 


Jason Yordy left the Clark and Mize 
office to go into business. Tom Lillard, Jr., 
goes over in Jason’s place, and the style 
of the firm is now Clark, Mize and Lillard, 
in the Planter’s Bank Building at Salina. 


Stanley Roose is another boy who casts 
his lot with Topeka. Stan took the June 
Bar, had an office open on Thursday, the 
day after the examination, and as far as I 
know he is still there and doing all right. 

John E. Bohannon has an office over in 
North Topeka. When I saw him he had 
ree 2s left vacant 
by a merger. John ed like the 
banker and acted the part as well. Most 
people thought he was the banker. 
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Bill Carey of Hutchinson has been hon- 
ored by an appointment to the “House of 
Delegates,” as representative from Kansas, 
of the American Bar Association. 

Ed Arn appointed A. B. Howard to the 
city court job left vacant by Chet Lough- 
bom, as of June 15. A. B. is the first negro 
lawyer to hold the job—as far as I can re- 
member, the first negro boy to sit as 2 
judge in Kansas. He will do a good job, 
is the opinion of the Bar. 

Ken Wilke has resumed his law prac- 
tice at Topeka after a two-year term as 


mayor of Topeka. Ken has reopened in 
the Bank of Topeka Building. 

CS ee 00a 98 
street, saying he had an office open 
for two years, had known me for the same 
length of time, and I had never mentioned 
he had an office. 1 wonder if this isn’t true 
of a good many. Why don’t you write, 
giving me some idea of what you are do- 
ing, so I can report to the Bar generally, 
as well as to your friends. I would cer- 
tainly appreciate hearing from anyone who 
would like mention in the column. 


DIFFERENT LOCATIONS... . 
































the same service and genuine friendliness 
rE ¢ 300 


rooms in the center of 


JAYHAWK JUNIOR ¢ Topeka’s newest and finest, located at 
the Cloverleaf. 50 Rooms with accommodations for your car. 


Sesherch + Je 


JUNCTION HIGHWAYS 
75-0 
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COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS 
1953-1954 


MEMBERSHIP COMMITTEES 


First DIsTRICT 

J. Willard Haynes, Chairman....Kansas City 
Frank R. Gray Lawrence 
Roy V. Nelson Hiawatha 
A. O. Delaney, Jr. 

John B. Pierson Ottawa 
L. Perry Bishop. 
Steadman Ball 









































Jay W. Scovel, Chairman ......Independence 
Rex Lafferty Fredonia 
Richard L. Ashley Chanute 
A. L. Foster Parsons 
Douglas G. Hudson Fort Scott 
John H. Morse. 
H. M. Immel 
Gwinn Shell 
Joe L. Levy. 
Joe W. Moss 
Albert Poznik 
E. E. Lamb. 
Leo Armstrong 
Robert O. Karr. 
R. L. Letton 
Willis K. Dillenberger.................... Oswego 


Caney 
Cherryvale 
Erie 





















































Harry O. Janicke, Chairman.......... Winfield 
Sedan 


Carl Ackarman 
Harold G. Forbes. 
Leroy Raynolds 
Noel Mullendore 
M. F. Lictras. 





—— 


“omer ia 
Howard 
El Dorado 














FIFTH DISTRICT 
W. M. Beall, Chairman............-- Clay Center 
Joseph W. Menzie Manhattan 
Paul Aylward Ellsworth 
Abilene 
Belleville 




















John }. McCurdy. 


U.S. Weary 

David Wheeler 

Virgil R. Moen. 

Tom Lillard, Jr. 

SIXTH DISTRICT 

William M. Ferguson, Chairman 
Wellington 

C. E. Russell 


Wellington 
Vernon A. Stroberg Newton 
Paul J. Donaldson Wichita 
John C. Castor Wichita 
Donald I Mitchell 


Wichita 
Lawrence E. Curfman...................- 
Robert H. Nelson __.Wichita 

SEVENTH DISTRICT 

Wesley E. Brown, Chairman ....Hutchinson 
John F. Fontron Hutchinson 
John Alden Hutchinson 
Martin S. Hall 
Jack Copeland 
Charles H. Stewart 





Junction City 
Marion 
-Minneapolis 
Salina 

























































































COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS 


Oakley 





James S. Jenson 
Ernest J. Deines. Wakeeney 
James E. Taylor Sharon Springs 
Delmas Haney Hays 
Richard M. Driscoll Russell 
J. C. Tillotson Norton 
NINTH DISTRICT 

D. B. Lang, Chairman 
Dale E. Saffels 
Harry A. Waite 
Glee S. Smith 














Scott City 
Garden City 
Dodge City 

Larned 




















James S. Terrill 


PROSPECTIVE LEGISLATION 
Edward M. Boddington, Sr., Chairman 
Kansas City 
Coffeyville 


Coldwater 











Emporia 
..- Wichita 











Jay W. Scovel, Ex Officio 
Une year—Templar, McNally, Shriver 
Two years—Boddington, Becker, Shaw, 
Porter 


Three years—Perkins, Woodward, Botts 
PROFESSIONAL ETHICS 
J. G. Somers, Chairman 
J. Richard Hunter 
Rex A. Lafferty. 
Corwin C. Spencer. 
W. G. Muir 
Thomas M. Van Cleave, Sr.......Kansas City 
Arthur S. Humphrey............... Junction City 
Willard N. Van Slyck Topeka 
Wade W. Wightman...................... Wichita 
D. B. Lang, Ex Officto Scott City 
One year—Van Slyck, Muir, Lafferty 
Two years—Somers, Van Cleave, Hum- 














hrey . 
Three years—Hunter, Spencer, Wight- 


man 
MEMORIAL COMMITTEE 
Robert Garvin, Chairman.............-.. St. John 


David J. Wilson 
Maurice P. O'Keefe 
Clayton M. Davis 
Eugene G. Coombs. 
C. A. P. Falconer 
Roy B. Darlington 


Meade 

















Clement H. Hall 

T. F. Railsback 

W. M. Beall, Ex Officio Clay Center 
One year—Davis, O'Keefe, Coombs 
Two years—Garvin, Wilson, Falconer 
—e years — Darlington, Hall, Rails- 








LEGAL EDCATION AND ADMISSIONS 
F. J. Moreau, Chairman 
Nona E. Snyder 
George Stallwitz 
Ford Harbaugh 
Harry W. Fisher 
Schuyler W. Jackson. 
Fred J. Leasure 
Maurice A. Wildgen 
T. M. Lillard, Jr. i 
O. B. Eidson, Ex Officio Topeka 
One year—Wildgen, Lillard, Leasure 
Two years—Jackson, Moreau, Fisher 
Three years—Snyder, Stallwitz, Harbaugh 


LOCAL BAR ASSOCIATIONS 
Fred L. Conner, Chairman 


Charles E Henshall 
W. H. Vernon 
Robert F. Galloway 
James D. Howell 
Philip Buzick 
Charles E. Jones 

Wallace T. Wolfe 


Harry O. Janicke, Ex Officio Winfield 
One year—Vernon, Jones, Howell 
Two years—Galloway, Buzick, Conner 
Three years—Wolfe, Theis, Henshall 

ADVISORY 

N. W. Bar—C. L. Clark a 

S. W. Bar—Clark A. Wallace 

Cent. Bar—Dean McIntyre 

S. E. Bar—Joe Henbest 

Wichita Bar—J. Wirth Sargent...... Wichita 

PROGRAM COMMITTEE 

Joe F. Balch, Chairman 

H. M. Immel 

John A. Herlocker .....................-+. Winfield 





















































Jay Kyle 
Howard Engleman 
Emmet A. Blaes 
Wm. M. Ferguson, Ex Officio..Wellington 
One year—Blaes, Vance, Herlocker 
Two years—Balch, Kyle, Engleman 
Three years—Immel, Harlan, Finigan 
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HISTORICAL COMMITTEE 
~a R. desing Chairman 


Casi ep or 
Douglas G. Hudson 
Raymond F. Rice. 
J. C. Ruppenthal 
W. F. Lilleston 
Farel R. Lobaugh ‘Washington 
Steve W. Church Greensburg 
Wm. M. Ferguson, Ex Officio ..Wellington 
One year—Ruppenthal, Rice, Lobdugh 
Two years—Hudson, Lilleston, Church 
Three years—Dunham, Ackarman, John- 
son 


PUBLIC RELATIONS 


Clark A. Wallace, Chairman 
Jerome 

John E. Blake. 
Verne M. Laing 
J. Donald Lysaught. Kansas City 
Paul R. Wunsch Kingman 
Thomas D. Hampson, Jr. ............. -Fredonia 
Ethan Potter Leavenworth 











Lawrence 
Russell 
Wichita 




















Kansas City 
Wichita 























Be 
Herman W. Smith, Jr 
Eldon Sloan 
D. B. Lang, Ex Officio s 
One year — Wunsch, Hampson, Potter, 
Ryan, Davis 
Two years— Marietta, Barrett, Sloan, 
Smith 
Three years—Harman, Blake, Laing, Ly- 
saught, Wallace 


CITIZENSHIP COMMITTEE 


Everett E. Steerman, Chairman......Emporia 
Leon N. Soy Kiéy — Colby 
William R SENET eyville 
E. Keith Beard Meade 
Topeka 
Abilene 
Ferd E. Evans, Jr. Wichita 
Max Wyman Hutchinson 
William Wagner, Jr. .................. Wakeeney 
Ernest Yarnevich Kansas 
Robert M. Bond 
George B. Powers, Ex Officio 
One year—Roulier, Lehman, Kirby, Yar- 
nevich 
Two years—Steerman, Wyman, Evans 
Three years— Beard, Johnson, Bond, 
Wagner 



































ILLEGAL PRACTICE OF THE LAW 


George Siefkin, Chairman.............. Wichita 
Clayton Davis Topeka 
Leroy W. Raynolds Emporia 
James N. Snyder. Leavenworth 
C. W. Hughes Dodge City 
Garden City 
J. Willard Haynes, Ex Officio..Kansas City 
One year—Snyder, McPherson 
Two years—Raynolds, Seifkin 
Three years—Hughes, Davis 


LEGAL INSTITUTES 

O. Q. Claflin III, Chairman......Kansas City 
Jay 7; aware Emporia 
H. L. Sheppear 

Robert A. Anderson 
Jerome Harman 
Karl Miller 
Sam W. G. Lowe. 
Robert M. Finley. 
C. Harold Hughes 
Robert L. Briley. 


George Teeple 
George A. Robb. 
Leaford F. 

Oliver D. Rinehart 
J. S. Brollier. 
Don Postlewaite 
Knowlton E. Carson 

James E. Taylor Sharon Springs 
Lawrence Weigand ...................-...- Wichita 

















Ottawa 
Columbus 
Dodge City 
Colby 

Hiawatha 
Manhattan 









































F. J. Moreau, Advisory 
Schuyler W. Jackson, Advisory 
Wesley E. Brown, Ex Officio. -Hutchinson 


STANDARDS FOR TITLE 
EXAMINATIONS 

Wilbur H. Jones, Chairman............ Wichita 
Hugh Brownfield 
Auburn G. Light 
L. E. Weltmer 
Lloyd H. Ruppenthal 
John O'Brien 

Frank Baldwin 
H. R. Branine 























D. B. Lang, Ex Officio 


CRIMINAL LAW 
Abraham Weinlood, Chairman Hutchinson 
Howard W. Harpet................ Junction City 
Paul H. Heinz Topeka 
Lewis L. McLaughlin. 
Richard L. Becker 

















Donald E. Martin 
W. M. Beall, Ex Officto 
UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE 
STUDY 
Stanley E. Toland, Chairman 
William A. Kahrs 











nd E. Gulick 
L. J. Frevert 
Murray Hodges 
Basil W. Kelsey 
Thomas E. Joyce 

J. Willard Haynes, Ex Officio..Kansas City 

JUNIOR BAR SECTION 

Donald H. Sharp, Chairman............ Topeka 
Floyd Coffman Ottawa 








Olathe 
Ottawa 











John N. Sherman, Jr 
Albert M. Ross. 
G. D. McSpadden 
Jack H. Greene... 
Bill R. Cole Hutchinson 
Wm. M. Ferguson, Ex Officio..Wellington 
RELATIONS WITH ABSTRACTERS 
Harold L. Blake, Chairman............ Wichita 
Charles Hall Hutchinson 
Marlin S. Casey. Topeka 
William S. Eddy Marysville 
C. E. Beymer Lakin 
Vernon W. Weber LaCrosse 
Wesley E. Brown, Ex Officio....Hutchinson 
COURT PROCEDURE 
Thomas M. Lillard, Chairman ........ Topeka 
William C. Kandt Wichita 
LaRue Royce Salina 
James E. Taylor. Sharon Springs 
Willard L. Phillips Kansas City 
D. C. Martindell Hutchinson 















































O. B. Eidson, Ex Officio 

TAXATION 
Mark L. Bennett, Chairman...........--- Topeka 
Melvin E. Buck 























Elmer E. Euwet.................----0--0+« 
Alex M. Fromme, Ex Officio 


RETIREMENT OF JUDGES 
Donald J. Magaw, Chairman Osborne 


Wichita 








Howard C. Kline 
Kirke C. Veeder 
Jay W. Scovel, Ex Officio 
RELATIONS WITH THE MEDICAL 
PROFESSION 











J. Sidney Nye 
Horace H. Rich 
William Tinker 
George E. Ramskill 
Herbert Diets 
Edward Curry 

















Harry O. Janicke, Ex Officio Winfield 
LEGAL AID COMMITTEE 
Everett E. ania Chairman......Emporia 
A. J. Stanley, Jr. Kansas City 
Ray Briman Topeka 
W. D. P. Carey Hutchinson 

Independence 


Atchison 
Leavenworth 














Chandler Jarvis 
J. W. Lowry. 
Lee Bond 








A. B. Mitchell 
O. B. Eidson, Ex Officio opeka 
RELATIONS WITH LAY ADJUSTERS 
Ora D. McCelllan, Chairman 

Douglas Hudson, Sr. 
Auburn G. Light 











Norman Jeter ys 
George B. Powers, Ex Officio ........ Wichita 
RELATIONS WITH TRUST BANKERS 














Wesley E. Brown, Ex Officio....Hutchinson 
RELATIONS WITH REALTORS 

Wendell L. Garlinghouse, Chairman 
Topeka 
Lester L. Morris Wichita 
T. M. VanCleave, Jr............--.--- -Kansas City 
H. Newlin Reynolds 

Fred R. Vieux 
Robert H. Royer 
Roy V. Nelson 
Richard L. Becker 

















Coffeyville 
O. B. Eidson, Ex Officio .................- Topeka 
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MEMBERSHIP ROLL—1953 
OF THE BAR ASSOCIATION OF THE STATE OF KANSAS 


ABILENE 

Harold Bolton, Box 416 

Charles W. Bradshaw, 206 N. Buckeye 
John F. Christner 

John H. Lehman, Case Bldg. 

Robert H. Royer, 1003 N. 

Raymond E. Wolfe, Case Bldg. 

ALMA 


Victor Hergenreter 

James E. Parmiter 

ANTHONY 

Martin S. Hall, 115 Jennings Ave. 
Max D. Hall, 115 N. Jennings Ave. 
W. G. Muir, Box 311 

Myrtle Youngberg, Wilcox Bldg. 
ARKANSAS CITY 

J. T. Boyle, Arcade Bldg. 

Wm. E. Cunningham 

Kirke W. Dale, Box 621 

Grover L. Dunn, Box 434 

Hattie Franey, Crescent Bldg. 
Donald Hickman, Box 621 
William R. Howard, Box 626 
Norman M. Iverson, Box 189 

Tom T. Pringle, A.C. Office Bldg. 
George W. Stanley, Burford Bldg. 
George E. Sybrant, A.C. Office Bldg, 


Doyle E. White, Burford Bldg. 

Earle N. Wright, 310 A.C. Office Bldg. 
ATCHISON 

Steadman Ball, Blair Bldg. 

John E. Buehler, P & L Bldg. 

Robert D. Buehler, 202 N. Sth 

Robert D. Caplinger, 310 Professional Bldg. 
Lawernce F. Day, Court House 

Gerald Foley, Professional Bldg. 

J. W. Lowry, Blair Bldg. 

J. S. May, Box 223 

Maurice P. O’Keefe, Professional Bldg. 
Edmund L. Page, Blair Bldg. 

Karl W. Root, Professional Bldg. 

B. P. Waggener, Professional Bldg. 
ATWOOD 

Forest W. Brown 

C. A. P. Falconer, Box 673 

Herbert Howland, 415 Main St. 
Robert J. Lewis, Box 673 

AUGUSTA 





BELLEVILLE 

James ‘W. Bouska, 2107 G. St. 

Percy H. Collins, 1706 M. St. 

Fred Emery, Sharp Bldg. 

Henry H. Van Natta 

BELOIT 

R. L. Hamilton 

Harold N. Jordan, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Don Noah, Box 298 

Ralph H. Noah, 109 S. Elm 

W.N. Tice, 1st Federal Savings & Loan Ass'n 
L. A. Willett, Guaranty, State Bank Bldg. 


BURLINGAME 
Geroge E. Ramskill, First State Bank Bld, 
Veva Light Ramskill, First State Bank Bldg. 
BURLINGTON 
William Buckles, Peoples National Bank Bldg. 
Frank T. Forbes, Box 209 

L. R. Hannen 
CALDWELL 
Don B. Stallings 
CANEY 
Jake L. Liberman, 301 W. 4th St. 
George H. Wark, Box 235 
CHANUTE 
Robert N. Allen, 9 S. Lincoln 
Richard L. Ashley 
Joe Balch 
Robert L. Briley 
George W. Donaldson, 501 S. Lincoln 
B. M. Dunham 
Charles E. Henshall, 514 E. Main St. 
John C. McCall 
L. Robert Pennington, Box 484 
John N. Sherman, Jr., 1st National Bank Bldg. 
CHERRYVALE 
C. W. Mitchell 
CHETOPA 
Dan R. Aul, City Bldg. 
CIMARRON 
Chesterman C. Linley 
CLAY CENTER 
Elmer Anderson, 510 Lincoln 
W. M. Beall 
C. Vincent Jo 
Frank D. Me "6 3 703 5th St. 
Wayne W. Rya 
H. L Sheppeard, 721¥4 Sth St. 
COFFEYVILL 
Richard L. Brau Columbia Bldg. 
Raymond Belt, Plaza Bldg. 
Clement H. Hall, Columbia Bldg. 
Morris D. Hildreth, Columbia A 
William Roy Kirby, Columbia Bldg. 
Charles D. Knapp, Terminal Bldg. 
Dallas W. Knapp, Terminal Bldg. 
A. R. Lamb, 719 Walnut St. 
Joe L. Levy,Columbia Bldg. 
Frank W. Liebert, Terminal Bld 
T. Richard Liebert, Terminal Bldg. 
Aubrey Neale, Plaza Bldg. 
Clement A. Reed, 509 W. 3rd 
Glenn L. Tongier, 604 W. 6th St. 
Carl E. Ziegler, Box 465 
COLBY 
Sam W. G. Lowe 
Leon Roulier, Box 517 
Gerald C. Stover, 230 S. Grant 
Keith R. Willoughby, Box 517 
COLDWATER 


COLUMBUS 
Leo Armstrong, Box 135 
Marc G. Boss 


Y. J. Bowersock 
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enbest 
ette Rowe, Berry Bldg. 
CONCORDIA 
Frank C. Baldwin, 20614 W. 6th 
Marvin O. Brummett, 21214 W. 6th 
Gordon D. Danielson 
Dean Gibson 
Clarence H. Paulsen, Fidelity State Bank Bldg. 
Lee R. Stanford, 219 W. 6th 
COTTONWOOD FALLS 
Karl W. Masoner, Box 368 
COUNCIL GROVE 
Mrs. Constance Brown 
Harry M. Tompkins 
DE SOTO 
Harold L. Hammond 
DIGHTON 
Eugene T. Shields 
DODGE CITY 
Richard W. Evans, Masonic Temple Bldg. 
Bernie D. Frigon, Box 1163 
George R. Gould, 505 1st Ave. 
George R. Gould, Jr., 505 1st Ave. 
Frederick L. Hall, First National Bank Bldg. 
Collis Russell Harner, First National Bank Bldg. 
C. W. Hughes, First National Bank Bldg. 
Lester Luther, 103 Hanley Road 
Karl Miller, 807 Ave. B 
Donald C. Smith, First National Bank Bldg. 
Keith M. Wilcox, Box 266 
James A. Williams, Box 1088 
EL DORADO 
George J. Benson, 12514 W. Central Ave. 
L. J. Bond, El Dorado National Bank Bldg. 
Robert Bond, EI Dorado National Bank Bide. 
Thomas M. Burns, 720 W. 2 
W. N. Calkins, Court House 
W. H. Coutts, Jr., Citizens State Bank Bldg. 
Roy B. Darlington, Smith Bldg. 
Ervin E. Grant, Box 162 
Robert M. King, Box 67 
Fred J. Leasure, Box 1044 
M. F. Litras, 11614 W. Central Ave. 
Walter F. McGinnis 
J. B. McKay, Masonic Bldg. 
J. B. McKay, Jr., Masonic Bldg. 
J. Morris Moon, Jr. 
Reh B. Ralston, Box 790 
ine Woodward, Box 111 
y C. Woodward, Box 111 
ELKHART 
Edward Denning 
Raymond Gates 
Shelley Graybill, Bibler Bldg. 
ELLINWOOD 
G. I. Robinson 
Robert E. Southern 
ELLIS 
Charles G. Niernberger, Box 232 
ELLSWORTH 
Paul Aylward 
V.E. an 
George 
John V V. rs Donnell, Box 103 
EMPORIA 
Clarence V. Beck 
Hp area Citizens National Bank Bldg. 
ynes, Jr., Citizens Bldg. 


Richard Mankin, 14 W. 6th Ave. 

Samuel Mellinger 

Kenneth Peery, Ropfogel Bldg. 

Elvin D. Perkins, Citizens National-Bank Bldg. 
James W. Putnam 

L. W. Raynolds, Ciitzens National Bank Bldg. 
Roy W. Riegle, Jr., Box 383 

Wilford Riegle, Palace Bldg. 

Earl B. Shurtz, 1401 Neosho 

Dale A. Spiegel, Ropfogel Bldg. 

Everett E. Steerman, Citizens National Bank Bldg. 
i - - Sullivan 


Clark M. Fleming, 417 N. Main 

Charles F. Forsythe 

ESKRIDGE 

William K. Waugh, Jr., Security State Bank Bldg. 
EUREKA 

Carl C. Chase, Crebo Bldg. 

Harold G. Forbes, Citizens National Bank Bldg. 
Thomas C. Forbes, Citizens National Bank Bldg. 
Edward A. Hibbard, Hibbard Abst. Co. 

George S. Reynolds 

FORT RILEY 

Lt. ie R. Griffith, Jr. 

FORT SCOTT 

E. E. Blincoe, 114 N. Main St. 

Harry W. Fisher 

Doulgas Hudson, Marble Bldg. 

Douglas G. Hudson, Marble Bldg. 

Howard Hudson, Marble Bldg. 

Daniel O. Lardner 

Glenn H. Louderback, Louderback Office Bldg. 
Frank O’Brien, Marble Bldg. 

Walter B. Patterson, Marble Bldg. 

FRANKFORT 

William M. Shaffer, Citizens National Bank Bldg. 


FREDONIA 


rty 
Donald C. Vosburgh, Box 282 
GALENA 
Jim Shaw, 600 Main St. 
Oscar M. Yount 
GARDEN CITY 
Ray H. Calihan, 805 Evans 
Dale H. Corley 
Clyde P. Daniel, 123 W. Pine 
Arthur M. Fleming, 702 3rd 
Clifford R. Hope, Jr., 916 Gillespie Place 
Daniel R. Hopkins 
Clark H. McPherson, 40214 N. Main 
Dale E. Saffels, 11814 Grant Ave. 
Harrison Smith, Garden National Bank Bldg. 
Bert J. Vance, Walters Bldg. 


GARNETT 

Orville J. Cole, Box 98 

Roy L. Cole, Box 182 

Clark Howerton 

Wayne Loughridge 

Gwinn G. Shell, Box 128 

Bert L. Woods 

GIRARD 

Robert O. Karr 

GOODLAND 

Elmer E. Euwer, Goodland State Bank Bldg. 
Max L. Jones 

Thomas H. Taggart, 908 Main St. 
Eugene P. Zuspann 
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Barton 
Fred L. Conner, 2010 Broadway 
Herbert Diets, 2107 Forest Ave. 
Arthur P. Hagen, 131514 Main St. 
T. W. Hampton, Cox Bldg. 
P. Hardman, 2107 Forest Ave. 

P. Keenan, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
T. B. Kelley, 2010 Broadway 
Warren H. Kopke, Tribune Bldg. 
Roy J. McMullen, Court House 
E. R. Moses, Jr. 
Melvin O. Nuss, Wells Bldg. 
Vernon Nuss, Wells Bidg. 
Isabel Obee, American State Bank Bldg. 
Elmer W. Roth, Wolf Bldg. 
Ray S. Schulz, 131514 Main St. 
Lee Turner, Cox Bldg. 
Jerry Ward, 2220 17th St. 
GREENSBURG 
Steve W. Church 
HAYS 


Bernard J. Brungardt 
R.N. Burtscher, Wiesner Bldg. 
Benedict P. Cruise, tore Bldg. 
Norbert Dreiling, 210 E. 

S. Flood 


E. C. Flood 

Delmas Haney, Wasinger Bldg. 

Henry F. Herrman, Basgall Bldg. 

Norman W. Jeter, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Reginald LeBunker, 1500 Walnut 

Richard A. Mermis, 1st National Bank Bldg. 


Fredolin F. Wasinger, Wasinger Bldg. 

A. J. Wiles 

HERINGTON 

William H. Alward, Bank of Herington Bldg. 
Robert C. Walmer, Bank of Herington Bldg. 


HIAWATHA 

Robert M. Finley, Finley Bldg. 

L. E. Helvern, 112 S. 7th St. 

Richard C. Hite, 409 Maimi 
+ rn rane tg 

Roy V. Nelson, Morrill-Janes Bank Bldg. 

William L. Stevenson, 112 S. 7th St. 

HILL CITY 

C. E. Birney, 423 N. Pomeroy 


ig be 


HOISINGTON 

John oad Lewis, 162 W. Broadway 
HOLTON 

Guy W. Baker 

H. E. Crosswhite, Denison State Bank Bldg. 
nN Sands, Denison State Bank Bldg. 


Clarence J. Moore 
HOWARD 
Hubert Horning 


Alexander Morgan eye ef N. Main 
Joseph W. Fromme, 107 N. Mai 


L. L. Morgan 
Bernard E. Nordling, Box 235 
Paul A. Wolf 


HUMBOLDT 
L. T. Cannon 
Robert Stadler 


HUTCHINSON 
John R. Alden, Court House 
Edwin C. Brabets, Wolcott Bldg. 
H. R. Branine, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Wesley E. +t Wolcott Bldg. 
William D. P. Carey, Wolcott Bidg. 
Claude E. Chalfant, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Ee 
vis, Wiley 
Harry H. Dunn, Ist National Bank Bldg. 
Kenneth F. Ehling, 1st Naitonal Bank Bldg. 
John Fontron, Court House 
R. J. Gilliland, pte _— 
E.E. Glasscock, Box 
Elmer P. Goering, A National Bank Bidg. 
Charies Hall, 8 Sherman St. 
John F. Hayes, Wolcott Bldg. 
Wendell S. Holmes, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
J. Richard Hunter, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Clair D. Hyter, American National Bank Bldg. 
R. Y. Jones, Wiley Bldg. 
Walter F. Jones, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Fred C. Littooy, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
D. C. Martindell, Wolcott Bldg. 
R.C. Martindell, Wolcott Bidg. 
Carl William Miller, Wolcott Bldg. 
William L. Mitchell, 119 W. Sherman 
A. Lewis Oswald, 1 19 W. Sherman 
Clyde A. Raleigh, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Charles Rauh, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
H. Newlin Reynolds, Wiley Bldg. 
Duane Roberts, Wiley Bldg. 
Kenneth E. Sentney, 1st National Bank 
Arthur H. ay mem National Be 
J. Clair Stevens, Wolcott Bldg. 
Jack C. Stewart, Wolcott Bidg. 
Arthur T. Symns, Wiley <— 
Ralph Thorne, 1st National Bldg. 
J. N. Tincher, Jt, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Robert E. Upp, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
William H. Vernon, Jr., Box 673 
he lame 
te, 
Bryan Woodson, Wiley Bldg. 
Don Wyman, Wiley Bldg. 
Max Wyman, Wiley Bldg. 
INDEPENDENCE 
Claude J. Bryant, Box 373 
Glenn Thomas Crossan 
Warren B. Grant, Court House 
T. J. Hanlon, 201 S. Park Blvd. 
A. H. Harding, 10914 E. Main Se. 
Lawrence McVey 
Walter L. McVey, Citizens National Bank Bldg. 





= . game &s a fe ot Ze ._ 96... ot 4aG. 26 Oe 


MEMBERSHIP ‘ROLL 


Harold Medill, Box 460 

Joe W. Moss 

John F. O'Brien, Citizens Bank Bldg. 

0. L. O’Brien, Box 208 

David H. Scott, 500 N. Pennsylvania 

7. Scovel, Citizens National Bank Bldg. 
mas R. Scovel 


Chester Stevens 
Donald W. Stewart, Box 463 
Kirke C. Veeder, Veeder Bldg. 


IOLA 
Mitchell H. Bushey, Box 328 
A. Gard 


Spencer A 
.D. Conderman, lola State Bank Bidg. 


Frank W. T aylor, 1214 S. Washington 
Stanley E. Toland, Box 404 

JETMORE 

Walter F. Stueckemann, Box 304 
JOHNSON 


Max Dice 
Leland E. Nordling 
JUNCTION CITY 
James P. Coleman, Court House 
Al B. Fletcher, Jr., Rohrer Bldg. 
Howard W. Harper, 707 N. Washington 
C. L. Hoover, Rohrer Bldg. 
Lee Vaughn Hornbaker, 707 N. Washington 
Arthur S. Humphrey, 70214 N. Washington 
James V. Humphrey, 70214 N. Washington 
Charles I. Platt, 80244 N. Washi 


ngton 
Robert A. Schermerhorn, Rohrer Bldg. 
Bldg. 


U.S. Weary, Central National Bank 


KANSAS CITY 
Bernhard W. Alden, Brotherhood Bldg. 
Fred C. Allvine, Saas 7th 


Norma Di Huron ‘Bldg. 
C.W. — Jr., Commercial National 


Wash H. Brown, Brotherhood Bid, 
Hugh E. Brownfield, New Brother! ood Bldg. 
Melvin E. Buck, Huron Bldg. 


el 


E. Fabian, Comm’! National Bank Bldg. 
W. Farle , Huron Bidg. 


F 


Fabi = aa 


91 


Louis R. Gates, Commercial National Bank Bldg. 


Newell A. George, Brotherhood Bldg. 
Donald W. Giffin, 5048 Parish Drive 
Harold H. Harding, New Brotherhcod Bldg. 
Hylton Harman, Commercial Nat'l Bank Bidg. 
J. Willard Haynes, Brotherhood Bldg. 
A. J. Herrod, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
Eugene W. Hiatt, 4316 Dixie Court 
James L. Hogin, Brotherhood Bidg. 
James D. Howell, Comm’! Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
T. C. Hurst, Commercial Naitonal Bank Bldg. 
Joseph P. Jenkins, Huron Bldg. 
Thomas E. Joyce, Huron Bldg. 
Albert O. Kiesow, Bennett Bldg. 
Walter G. Klamm, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
Jerome S. Koehler, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
Kenneth A. Kueny, 3280 Coronado 
Eldon L. Lackey, 2605 Minnesota 
Stanley L. Lind, Brotherhood Bldg. 
Charles W. Lowder, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
— Lysaught, Brotherhood Bldg. 
mas C. Lysaught, Huron Bldg. 
Patrick B. ae ag heme Commercial Bldg. 
W. H. McCamish, Bennett Bldg. 
Thomas F. McGlynn, Bennett Bidg, 
W. H. McHale, Court House 
Donald E. Martin, 704 N. 16th 
Arthur J. Mellott, Federal Bldg. 
Harry Miller, Jr. ae Bldg. 
Marion C. Bennett Bldg. 
O. Richard Millssp, Broch Brotherhood Bldg. 
C Clyde Myers, City Court 
— S. Payne, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
Willard L. Phillips, Comm’! Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Joseph J. Poizner, 705 N. 22nd 
T. F. Railsback, Bennett Bldg. 
Carl V. Rice, Huron Bldg. 
Claude L. Rice, Huron Bldg. 
H. S. Roberts, Bennett Bldg. 
Fred Robertson, 2219 Washington Blvd. 
Jim Robinson, 2625 N. 49th 
Albert M. Ross, Bennett Bldg. 
Charles S. Schnider, Huron Bldg. 
J. E. Schroeder, Brotherhood Bldg. 
John E. Shamberg, Huron Bidg. 
Nona E. Snyder, Brotherhood Bldg. 
Arthur J. Stanley, Jr Bldg. 
A. J. Stanley, Sr. Brotherhood Bldg. 
Thomas A. Stratton, 768 vee omg 
Milton Sullivant, Brotherhood B: 
Anthony S. Thomas, Jr., az {Quins Blvd. 
Leo Thomas, 


O. B 
Frank H. Thompson, Derteent B Bide. Bids. 


Thomas M. VanCleave, Comm’! Nat'l 

Tom VanCleave, Jr., Comm’! Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Lee Vaughan, 903 N. 7th 

Lee E. Weeks, Brotherhood Bldg. 

Sol M. Weinstein, Brotherhood Bldg. 

Willard Graves Widder, 1135 Minnesota Ave. 
Blake A. Williamson, Stiles Bldg. 


KINGMAN 


S.S. Alexander . 
Charles C. Calkin 


Olin Stansbury, Jr., Box 183 
Charles H. Stewart, 1st Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Clark A. Wallace, Court House 
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KINSLEY 

R.E. Batt 

Jerome K. Wilson, Box 447 

LA CROSSE 

Neil Hotchkiss, Box 245 

Vernon W. Weber 

C E mais Beymer Bldg. 
: fr, f 

Leo. J. Callahan 


LARNED 
James R. Boyd, Box 588 
Vincent Fleming, 116 W. Sth St. 
Roscoe E. Peterson 
Glee S. Smith, Jr. 
Russell L. Strobel, 50114 Broadway 
W. H. Vernon, 602 Broadway 
Maurice A. Wildgen, 1024 State 
Morgan Wright, 817 Kansas 
LAWRENCE 
Milton P. Allen, 2022 Vermont 
Richard F. Allen, Standard Life eee! ws. al 
Wayne Fg somes Jr., 704 Massach 
Henry H. Asher, Lawrence Nat'l Bank | Bldg. 
Richard A. Barber, Lawrence Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
John W. Brand, Lawrence Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
William E. Cain, 1316 Kentucky 


James L. Grimes, Jr., 1343 Tennessee 

Bernard L. Hausherr, Box 556 

Robert D. Hovey, 1100 Indiana 

Forrest A. Jackson, Lawrence Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Tom Kennett, 11th and Missouri 

Jack C. Maxwell, Lawrence Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
George K. Melvin, Jayhawker Theatre Bldg. 

F. J. Moreau, University of Kansas Law School 
Robert B. Oyler, 700 Massachusetts 

Robert A. Page, 5a Sunnyside 

A. A. Perkins, Box 543 

James L. Postma, Jayhawker Theatre Bldg. 
Jean Purdy, WREN Bldg. 

Raymond F. Rice, Kans. Flee. Power Bidg. 
Donald N. Schauf, 1135 W. Campus Rd. 

M.C. Slough, School of Law, Kansas. U. 
Charles A. Springer, Lawrence Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Richard B. Stevens, Lawrence Nat'l Bank Bldg. 


C.C. Stewart 

Chas. D. , 1046 Vermont 
Robert V. T: mn, 828 Arkansas 
Julian H. Zimmerman, Route 6 
LEAVENWORTH 

F. C. Bannon, 419 Shawnee 

Lee Bond, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Cornelius H. Boone, Axa Bldg. 

Tom Boone, Axa Bldg. 

E, Bert Collard, Jr., 6th and Delaware 
Homer Davis, Mfg. Bank Bidg. 
Joseph Dawes, 420 Arch St. 

James E. Fussell, Mfg. Bank Bldg. 
Jesse A. Hall, Axa Bi Bidg. 

Malcolm McNaughton 1st Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
John H. Murray, Mfg. Bank Bldg. 
Ethan Potter, 419 oe 

Leo M. Rupar, Mfg. Bank B 

James N. nyder, Ist oneal Bank Bldg. 
FORT LEAVENWORTH 

Lt. Samuel A. Crow, 104 Sth St. 
LEOTI it ‘ 

G. E. Rewerts, 1st State Bank Bldg. 
Herschel L. Washington 





LIBERAL 
Richard Hickey, 213 Miller Bldg. 
Herbert Hobble, Jr., Box 510 
Ronald Kaarbo 
John C. King, Light Bldg. 
Auburn G. Light 
Rex A. Neubauer, Miller Bldg. 
Chester A. Nordling, Box 510 
Samuel H. Riges Box 979 
James D. Tack 
Victor H. Teagarden, Box 712 
Charles Vance 
Bill Wood, Box 871 
James R. Yoxall, Light Bldg. 
LINCOLN 
Miss Constance Achterberg 
ps J. McCurdy 

B. Marshall, Jr. 
w. W. Urban 
LINDSBORG 
John Altenborg 
LYNDON 
Harry T. Coffman, McDaniel Bldg. 
Alex Hotchkiss, McDaniel Bldg. 
Leonard W. McAnarney 


Granville M. Bush, National Bank Bldg. 
Harold Gibson 

Arthur C. gag Box 529 

Robert G. Marti 

Miss Georgia E. Wells, Box 107 
Frederick Woleslagel, National Bank Bidg. 
McPHERSON 

Russ B. Anderson, Allison Bldg. 

George L. Allison 

John K. Bremyer, 105 S. Ash 

James A. Cassler, Peoples Bank Bldg. 
James L. Galle, Maltby Bldg. 

Charles D. Johnson 

Paul A. Lackie 

George R. Lehmberg, Citizens Bank Bldg. 
Roger W. Lovett, 202 Grand Bldg. 
Archie T. MacDonald, Allison Bldg. 
Evart Mills, 228 Grand Building 

J.R. Rhoades, Citizens Bank Bldg. 
Lloyd H. Ruppenthal, Box 657 

P. H. Willems, 1125 N. Maple 
MANHATTAN 

Walter Reed Gage, 1840 Anderson Ave. 
Hal E. Harlan, Ulrich Bldg. 

C. Harold Hughes, Ulrich Bldg. 

Charles Hughes, Ulrich Bldg. 

Joseph W. Menzie, Union Natl Bank Bldg. 
James M. Rhine, 116 S. Third St. 

Clyde K. Rodkey, 1835 Anderson 
Richard D. Rogers, Box 601 

MANKATO 

Robert H. Meyer 

George Teeple 

LE. Weltner, 1st National Bank Bld, 

L. M. Weltmer, 1st National Bank B. 
Roderick.E. Weltmer 

Jess. R. White, Hall Bldg. 

MARION 

Randolph 
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John E. Wheeler, Box 150 
MARYSVILLE 
William S. Eddy, Box 266 
Robert E. Ferguson, ne pas, 
Lewis L. McLaughlin, 
K. V. Moses, Exchange “Beak Block Block 
MEADE 
E. Keith Beard, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Ernest M. Vieux 
David J. — 1st Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
J. Robert 
same ome 
W. Luke Chapin, Box 445 
Vernon F. Coss, Box 355 
J. Raymond Eggleston, Box 446 
Ralph C. Hall 
Thomas Lee McGuire 
John W. MacGregor, Box 355 
Riley W. MacGregor, Box 355 
O. M. Wheat, Box 2 
MERRIAM 
Louis A. Silks 
MILTONVALE 
J. R. Ayres 
MINNEAPOLIS 
Evan Corman 
L. A. McNalley, Box 181 
Virgil R. Moen 
MISSION 
Raymond H. Carr, 6005 Johnson Dr. 
Rolla W. Coleman, 6005 Johnson Dr. 
John R. Keach, 5420 Johnson Dr. 
Henry W. Logan, 5103 Rock Creek Lane 
Keith Martin, 5832 Reeds Rd. 
James B. Pearson, 5095 Dearborn St. 
A. J. Pflumm, Cross Bldg. 
MOUND CITY 
Leighton A. Fossey 


NORTON 

Earle E. Brehmer, 511 W. Wilton 
Robert W. Hemphill, Court House 
William B. Ryan 


yto 
John W. Breyfogle, Jr., <~ aga Bldg. 
Joseph vis, Jr., 

Eugene Hackler, <a Bidg. 

Neal Hambleton, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Harlye V. Haskin, Green Bldg. 

Murray H. Hodges, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
W.C. Jones 

John L. Kirkpatrick, 114 W. Elm St. 
Rice Lardner, 212 S. Kansas 

Cyrus Leland, Box 506 

Roy Goins Lowe 

Roy S. Lowe 

Earl E. O'Connor 

Howard E. Payne 

Harold R. Riggs 

ONAGA 

Wayne M. Stallard 

OSAWATOMIE 

Willis McQueary, 561 Main St. 
OSBORNE 

Lloyd C. Bloomer 

Dallas Cordill 


Louis D. James 
Donald J. Magaw 
OSKALOOSA 


J 

Willis K. Dillenberger 

OTTAWA 

Robert A. Anderson, Zellner Bldg. 
B. F. Bowers, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Floyd H. Coffman, Court House 
Douglas Gleason, 20214 S. Main 
Thos. E. Gleason, 20214 S. Main 
Basil W. Kelsey, 109 W. 2nd St. 
John B. Pierson, 210 S. Main St, 
Myron Steere, State Bank Bldg. 
OVERLAND PARK 

Robert P. Anderson 

Lyndus Henry 

Robert G. “Koa pp, 6909 Beverly 
Walter Weston Pierce, 6909 Beverly 
PAOLA 

L. Perry Bishop 


William D. ne 
Coughlin 


Edward H. 

Robert E. Coughlin 

Robert H. Miller, Nicholson Drug Bldg. 
R. I. Nicholson, Nicholson Drug Bldg. 
Oliver D. Rinehart, Potts Bldg. 
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Karl V. Shawver, Jr., Jewell Bldg. 
Wendell Winkler, Theater Bidg. 


PARSONS 


Elmer W. Columbia, Commercial Bank Bldg. 


William J. Dunlay, 2728 Crawfrod 
A. L. Foster, Rust Bldg. 
Jack L. Goodrich 115% S. 18th Se. 

L. E. Goodrich, 114 N. 27th St. 
Oren Gray, 220 N. 31st St. 
Hal Hyler, Court House 
Lloyd W, Jones, 211 MKT Depot Bldg. 

lo lones, t 
Webster W. Kimball, 1802 Main St. 
John B. Markham, Commercial Bank Bldg. 
F. O. Martin, 11544 S. 18th St. 
James S. Phillips, 2700 Crawford 
J. Logan Shuss, Peoples Bldg. & Loan Bldg. 
Herman W. Smith, Jr., Comm’! Bank Bldg. 
a ng 
Frank “4 ¢ 353 F. Se. 
Stephen S. Sage 
William Stowell 
PITTSBURG 
H. Gordon Angwin, ae Bldg. 
Sylvan Bruner, 
Alfred L. Burgert, 210 W. Madison Se. 
Pete Farabi, Professional Bldg. 
Karl K. Grotheer, 42514 N. Broadway 
William J. Grotheer, 4254 N. Broadway 
A. B. Keller, National Bank Bldg. 
Robert S. Lemon, Box 604 
R. L. Letton, 1st National Bank Bidg. 
Morris Matuska, Commerce Bidg. 
Charles H. Menghini, National Bank Bidg. 
Don Musser 
P. E. Nulton, 1st National Bank Bidg. 


B. W. Weir, Commerce Bldg. 
Paul L. Wilbert, National Bank Bldg. 
PLEASANTON 

C. Blaker, Commercial Hotel Bldg. 
RAIRIE VILLAGE 


Thomas J. Alexander, 4726 W. 78th Terrace 


Robert F. Bennett, 3917 Prairie Lane 
Jobe E. Honsiager, 3313. W, 70th 

o! 

Donald F. Price, 7325 Falmouth 
Bernard B. Strayer, 3917 Prairie Lane 
sm G. Wezel, 7118 Village Drive 


Harold W. McCombs, Bldg. & Loan Bldg. 
Dean G. Ostrum, 663 E. 6th 
Oscar Ostrum, Bldg. & Loan Bldg. 

.C.Ru thal 

ic Smith, 73144 Main 

Marvin E. Thmopson, 525 Main 
RUSSELL SPRINGS 
Earl Artley 
ST. FRANCIS 
E.E. Kite 
D. H. Postlethwaite 
Fred Rueb 
ST. JOHN 
fom Copeland 

vart Garvin 
Robert Garvin 
Harry G. Wiles, Court House 
ST. MARYS 
D. M. Sparks 
SALINA 
Rudolph Barta, Farmers Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Carl S. Byers, 11214 E. Iron Ave. 
Harold H. Chase, United Bldg. 
C. L. Clark, Planters State Bank Bldg. 
H. F. Crowther, 1024 N. Santa Fe 
W. B. Crowther, Farmers Union Bldg. 
Arthur B. Dilli United Bldg. 
H. H. Dunham, 409 E. Kirwin 
H.N. Eller, 109 E. Iron Ave. 
John B. Fillinger, 647 S. Phillips 
Raymond E. Haggart, 10914 N. Santa Fe 
E. S. Hampton, United 
Drew Hartnett, 11314 N. Fe 
Bryan J. Hoffman, 109 E. Iron 
Morris Johnson, Framers Union Bldg. 
Ralph Knittle, 1594 N. Santa Fe 
Tom Lillerd, Jr., Planters State Bank Bldg. 
Robert L. Marietta, United Bldg. 
Alexander H. Miller, 112 E. Iron 


H. A. Santry, Box 486 


D. E. Watson, 203 Farmers Nat'l Bank Bidg. 


John Weckel, 725 

J. Herb Wilson, 10914 N. Santa Fe 
Jason K. Yordy, Planters State Bank Bldg. 
SCOTT CITY 

Charles H. Fleming, Box 433 


D. B. Lang 
Harold B. Lewis, Box 181 
James W. Wallace 

SEDAN 

Carl Ackarman, Court House 
R. O. Robbins, Box 118 
SENECA 

John D. Cunningham, Box 7 
William M. Drumm 


Harry A. Lanning 
SHARON SPRINGS 
jesse I. Linder 
lames E. Taylor 
W NEE 
in F. Hersh, Jr., 12202 W. 58th St. 
‘AFFORD 
William E. Goss 


STERLING 
T. Gra Gaston 
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J. Paul a 


STOCKTO! 

D.A. Hiden, Box 294 
W. K. Skinner 

STRONG CITY 

Dudley Doolittle 

Charles R. Minich 


SUNFLOWER 
Harold R. Riggs, 114 Lane 


SYRACUSE 
P.C. Frazee 
Cecil H. Frey 
Robert H. Gale 
James S. Terrill 
TESCOTT 
John C. Anderson 
TOPEKA 
George S. Allen, V.F.W. Bldg. 
Adrian J. Allen, R.F.D. 5 
Harry K. Allen, Columbian Bldg. 
Otis S. Allen, V.F.W. Bldg. 
A.N. Alt, Central Bldg. 
Edward F. Arn, Governor's Mansion 
L. M. Ascough, Insurance Bldg. 
Harvey D. Ashworth, Washburn Campus 
Michael A. Barbara, 1011 Huntoon 
Roy Bartlet, 422 Polk 
— oon 701 Jackson 

ward H. Becker, Nat'l Bank of we Bldg. 
Mark L. Bennett, New England Bld 
Robert B. Berkley, 1321 W. 14 
Charles A. Betsher, 1520 Stratford Rd. 
Robert H. Bingham, Federal Bldg. 
John E. Bohannon, Jr., 370 Swy, 

N Bldg. 


Roy L. Bulkley, New England Bldg. 
Ira Burkholder, Columbian Bldg. 
Donald C. Burkley, 1612 College Ave. 
Luther Burns, 900 Tyler 
W. M. Busch, 1200 Orleans 
Philip E. Buzick, Nat'l Bank of aa Bldg. 
Peter F. Caldwell, Columbian Bldg. 
Montie S. Carlisle, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Fred J. Carman, Capitol Federal Bldg. 
Marlin S. Casey, Columbian Bldg. 
L. W. Cates, #37 University Place 
James R. Cocke, Washburn University 
Glenn D. Cogswell, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Harry W. Colmery, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Paul R. Conrad, 521 Washburn 
Robert M. Corbett, 12th and Western 
John K. Corkhill, 1236 Woodward Ave. 
Franklin Corrick, State House 
Charles Cory, 3020 Sowers Cr. 
M. F. Cosgrove, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
John W. Cramm, Masonic Bldg. 
A. Harry Crane, New England Bldg. 
Edward Curry, Columbian Bldg. 
Arthur F. Davis, Stormont Bldg. 
Charles L. Davis, Jr., Nat'l Reserve Bldg. 
Clayton M. Davis, New Bldg. 
Eugene W. Davis, Box 45 
Hal C. Davis, Nat'l Bank of + te aaa Bldg. 
John S. Dawson, State House 
Bob Beam, 1520 0. 16th Se 

o! f. ia 
Jacob A. Dickinson, New England Bldg. 


J. E. DuMars, New England Bldg. 
Dan Dwyer, 501 Tyler 

Harry L. Eddy, Central Bld 

O. B. Eidson, New England f Bldg. 
L. H. Euler, New England Bld 

Charles L. Ewing, Santa Fe Of Office Bidg. 


Harold R. Fatzer, 1520 Medford 

D. W. Fellers, 1226 Kansas Ave. 

Charles S. Fisher, Jr., New England Bldg. 

David H. Fisher, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bidg. 
Kenneth A. Fleming, New England Bldg. 

Maurice D. Freidberg, eo" 1 Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
New Bacon B itol = Bldg. 


Wendell Garlinghouse 
Phillip C. ange New E 
Ralph F. Glenn, Ca ‘ore tol ioral Bik. 
Lester M. Goodell, Columbian Bldg. 
William Gough, Je., State House 
Byron M. Gray, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Barton E. Gri fith, Nat’l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Frederick E. Gulick, State House 
Lloyd Hall, 4000 Stratford Rd. 
Antrim M. Hambleton, 213 The Drive 
W. Glenn Hamliton, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
W. E. Haney, National Reserve Bldg. 
W. W. Harvey, State House 
E. H. Hatcher, Nat’! Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Doral H. Hawks, New England ae 
Barney J. Heeney, Jr., Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Paul H. Heinz, Court "House 
Bill G. Honeyman, 1931 McAlister 
James H. Hope, 532 Kansas Ave. 
Nellie Ruth Huffman, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
John C. Humpage, 1112 Tyler 
Sidney C. Hunt, V.F.W. Bldg. 
W. A. Huxman, Federal Bldg. 
Craig Irwin, Crawford Bldg. 
Robert R. Irwin, Crawford Bldg. 
Schuyler W. Jackson, Washburn University 
James R. James, 1506 Oakley 
Beryl R. Johnson, Court House 
Robert Stone Johnson, Columbian Bldg. 
Ervin Glenn Johnston, State House 
Harold E. Jones, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Howard A. Jones, National Reserve Bldg. 
Robert R. Jones, Columbian Bldg. 
Herb Kelley, Washburn yey nee 
John E. Kirk, Nat'l Bank of —— 
Clayton E, Kline, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Jey Kyle, New England Bldg. 
Gerald D. Lasswell, 819 Fillmore 
Wilbur G. Leonard, State House 
John W. Lewis, Columbina Bldg. 
Philip H. Lewis, New England Bldg. 
T. M. Lillard, New England Bldg. 
Harry R. Logan, 839 N. Kansas Ave. 
Helen L. Loomis, 1421 Pembroke Lane 
Leon W. Lundblade, State House 
Hugh McFarland, New England Bldg. 
Dean McElhenny, Court House 
James A. McClure, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Robert A. McClure, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Wm. B. McElhenny, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Miss Margaret McGurnaghan, Columbian Bldg. 
Ray R. McKinley, 1826 Pembroke Lane 
C. A. Magaw, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Fred A. Mann, Columbian Bldg. 
Allen Meyers, New England Bldg. 
Herbert Marshall, New England Sigg. 
Frank E. Miller, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bidg. 
Lloyd S. Miller, 823 Quincy 
William M. Mills, Jr., aati Bldg. 
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Norbert O. Mueller, Garlinghouse Bldg. 

Clarence G. Munns, 512 Kansas Ave. 

Turner M. Murrell, Columbian Bldg. 

Keith Neville, 3115 Sena Dr. 

Joe Nickell, 904 Nickell Rd. 

Serpe 
ip at’ of To; 

Jay S. Parker, State House 

Donald Patterson, National Reserve Bldg. 

Clark B. Payne, 2135 Potomac Dr. 

Leonard W. Pipkin, ft Columbian Bldg. 

Raymond E. Platt, 2126 Potomac Dr. 

Melvin C. Poland, 3729 W. 12th 

Charles F. Pomeroy, 935 Western Ave. 

James W. Porter, New England Bldg. 

Robert A. Powell, Washburn — 

David Prager, New England Bl 

Harlow Preston, Columbian Be 

Robert T. Price, State House 

G. Wayne Probasco, State House 

C. J. Putt, Santa Fe Office Bld, 

James L. Quinn, New E Bldg. 

Fred W. Rausch, Jr., 2501 Mission 

Ernest J. Rice, V.F.W. Bldg. 

R. K. Richey, 900 Tyler 

Jeff A. Robertson, New England Bldg. 

Charles H. Rooney, New England Bldg. 

Charles H. Rooney, Jr., aie W. 10th 

Ed Rooney, New England 

F. J. Rost, Nat’! Bank of nk of Tope Bldg. 

H. A. Russell, 532 Kansas 

Marie Russell, State House 

Robert E. Russell, Nat'l ‘Bank of Topeka Bldg. 

Harlod R. Shroeder, Nat’l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 

Henry Schulteis, Jr., Santa Fe Office Bldg. 

Elisha Scott, 410 Kansas Ave. 

John Scott, 410 Kansas Ave. 

James W. Scoville, New England Bldg. 

Darel P. Semler, 408 W. 15th 

Buford L. Shankel, 1612 College 

Donald Sharp, 823 Quincy 

Warren W. Shaw, Capitol Federal Bldg. 

John W. Shuart, Garlinghouse Bldg. 

Harold Shuman, 819 Fillmore 

E. R. Sloan, Federal Bldg. 

Eldon Sloan, Nat'l Bank < of Topeka Bldg. 

F. A. Sloan, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bidg. 

James W. Sloan, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 

James E. Smith, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 

Lynn S. Smith, Jr., 1011 W. 15th 

Miss Narra S. Smith, 1731 Grove 

Irwin Snattinger, Nat'l Bank of og Bldg. 

Harry Snyder, Jr., New Englnad 

Ed. H. Sondker, VE.W . Bldg. 

Harold L. Steinrauf, 659 MacVicar 

Dewitt M. Stiles, New England Bldg. 

Wm. E. Stillings, New Bldg. 

O. R. Stites, Jr., Nat'l _ Topeka Bldg. 


Walter G. Thiele, State House 
W.K. Thompson, Columbian Bldg. 
William Tincher, 1235 Mulvane 
on William Townsend, Central Bldg. 
W. E. Treadway, Santa Fe Office aa 
Robert R. Turney, 532 Kansas A 
Willard N. Van Slyck, Jr., Nat'l Bank of Topeka 


Bidg. 
Tinkham Veale, Veale Bldg. 


Ernest N. Vickers, Capitol Federal Bldg. 

James D. Wai Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Robert L. Webb, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Hugo T. Wedell, 1401 — 

John Weeks, State H 

William J. Wertz, 600 W W. 11th 

Beverly Wilder, 2205 Plass 

W. Kenneth Wilke, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Al F. Williams, New England Bldg. 

Paul E. Wilson, State House 


TOWANDA 

Richard D. Randall, R.R. 1 

TRIBUNE 

Brainard L. Anderson, Beckstrom Bldg. 
Wm. V. Dixon 

Martin F. Trued, Beckstrom Bldg. 


TROY 

A. O. Delaney, Jr. 

Robert A. Reeder 

ULYSSES 

Frank R. Collins 

Edward F. Russell 

William F. Schell 

H. W. Stubbs 

W. P. Wesley 

VALLEY CENTER 

Byron T. Rowell 

VALLEY FALLS 

Gordon K. Lowry 

WAKEENEY 

Ralph H. Clark, Clark Bldg. 
Ernest J. Deines, Post Office Bldg. 
William Wagner, Jr., Hillman Bldg. 
WAKEFIELD 


Dan H. Myers, Farmers & Merchants Bank Bldg. 
WAMEGO 

Robert Kaul 

Richard M. Pugh, Box 51 

WASHINGTON 

A.C. Bokelman 

Joseph S. Brown 

H Hyland 

Farel R. 


WATERVILLE 
Rowland Edwards 
WELLINGTON 


Robert H. Cobean, Security State Bank Bldg. 
William M. Ferguson 

Ford Harbaugh 

John Potucek, 1st Nat'l Bank Bidg. 
Wendell Ready, Box 45 

R. J. Renn 

C. E. Russell 

Tom L. Schwinn, 107 E. Lincoln 

W. H. Schwinn, 107 E. Lincoln 
WESTMORELAND 

John W. Brookens 

WICHITA 

Mark H. Adams, W-K-H Bldg. 

J. E. Alexander, tt ag 

Fred W. Aley, Legal BI 

E. Lael Alkire, 4th Natieeal Bank Bldg. 
Roy E. Angle, Orpheum Bldg. 

Les Arvin, Beacon Bldg. 

George M. Ashford, Court House 

Daniel C. Bachmann, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
Robert F. Bailey, M&B Professional Bldg. 
George W. Ball, Beacon Bldg. 
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John E. Boyer, Wichita Fed. Savings & Loan 
Robert G. Braden, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 
Byron Brainerd, 1st Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Sidney J. Brick, | Beacon Bldg. 
Kenneth L. Briggs, 651 N. Volutsia 
Ralph R. Brock, Brown Bldg. 
Benjamin H. Brown, 31914 3 N. Main St. 
George Austin Brown, Court House 
Joseph H. Brown, 121 S. Main 
Norman L. Brown, 12114 S. Main 
Charles C. Browning, Jr., 721 Litchfield 
Dale Bruce, Schweiter Bldg. 
B. Mack Bryant, Court House 
Dale M. Bryant, Brown Bldg. 
Carl L. Buck, Brown Bldg. 
F. L. Buellesfeld, 5118 E. Pine 
Bernice Burket, 155N. Pershing 
Stuart R. Carter, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
John C. Castor, Schweiter Bldg. 
Richard B. Clausing, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
Robert M. Coffman, W-K-H Bldg. 
Robert Coldsnow, Hillcrest Bldg 
George B. Collins, Petroleum Bldg. 
Eugene G. Coombs, Beacon Bldg. 
Lloyd F. Cooper, W-K-H Bldg. 
Charles E. Cotton, Petroleum Bldg. 
Wayne Coulson, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Russell E. Cranmer, 444 N. Market 
Morris H. Cundiff, Brown Bldg. 
Keith M. Curfman, W-K-H Bldg. 
Lawrence E. Curfman, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
a Je Darrah, Legal Bldg. 
H. Davis, Schweiter Bldg. 
Clade I. Depew, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
a J. Donaldson, Wichita Fed. Savings & Loan 
8. 
Grey Dresie, Bitting Bldg. 


Samuel C. Durbin, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 


James D. Dye, 1st National Bank Bldg. 

Port Early, Insurance Bldg. 

John F. Eberhardt, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
Henry D. Edwards, 303 Kaufman 

W. Jay Esco, W-K-H Bldg. 

Ferd E. Evans, Jr., Brown Bldg. 

James Dale Fair, Jr., 2504 Clover Lane 

J. D. Fair, Central Bldg. 

William C. Farmer, Central Bldg. 

Everett C. Fettis, W-K-H Bldg. 

Orval L. Fisher, 635 Ellis 

Howard T. Fleeson, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
John P. Flinn, 4323 Mt. Vernon Rd. 

D. Emmett Foley, Derby Bldg. 

Ralph B. Foster, 2231 N. Kansas 

Robert C. Foulston; 4th National Bank Bldg. 
John C. Frank, Brown Bldg. 

R. R. Freeman, 145 N. Water 


Justus H. Fugate, 3238 E. Central Ave. 
Lyndon Gamelson, Beacon Bldg. 

P. D. Gardiner, 410 N. Edgemore 

Theodore R. Gardner, 513 Main 

Lee Garrett, Central Bldg. 

Fred J. Gasser, Union National Bank Bldg. 
Theodore C. Geisert, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Yale W. Gifford, Schweiter Bldg. 

Ralph E. Gilchrist, Brown Bldg. 

Harry M. Gillig, Je Kaufman Bldg. 

Guy L. Goodwin, Insurance Bldg. 

H. W. Goodwin, Insurance Bldg. 

Homer V. Gooing, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Ralph Gore, Brown Bldg. 

Henry V. Gott, 1st National Bank Bldg. 

Jack H. Greene, Beacon Bldg. 

D. G. Hamilton, W-K-H Bldg. 

Max L. Hamilton, Insurance Bldg. 

Tom ae Jr., 4th National Bank Bldg. 

W. B. Harms, W-K-H Bldg. 

Charles W. Harris, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
James B. Harrison, Union National Bank Bldg. 
George E. Hasty, 214414 N. Broadway 

H. E. Pat Healy, Union National Bank Bldg. 
O. W. Helsel, Beacon Bid, 

Robert Helsel, oe Bldg. 

Arthur W. Hershberger, Union Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
J. Francis Hesse, Farmers & Life Bldg. 
Kenneth H. Hiebsch, Schweiter Bldg. 
Vincent F. Hiebsch, Schweiter Bldg. 

Delmas C. Hill, Federal Bldg. 

Fred Hinkle, Schweiter Bldg. 

Clarence Holeman, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
R. K. Hollingsworth, 216 Bessantz 

Lester A. Holloway, 2626 N. Poplar 
Manford Holly, Central Bldg. 

Laurence S. Holmes, Golem Bldg. 
Richard W. Holmes, Beacon Bldg. 

W. E. Holmes, Beacon Bldg. 

George J. Hondros, Wichita Fed. Savings Bldg. 
William C. Hook, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Ralph M. Hope, 1st National Bank Bldg. 

H. C. Howe, 826 N. Lorraine 

Charles B. Hudson, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
Oliver H. Hughes, Petroleum Bldg. 

Harold Irwin, Union National Bank Bldg. 
Roetzel Jochems, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 
W. D. Jochems, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 
Arthur Johnson, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
Charles E. Jones, W-K-H Bldg. 

H. E. Jones, Union National Bank Bldg. 
Jerome E. Jones, Union National Bank Bldg. 
Richard O. Jones, Union National Bank Bldg. 
Wilbur H. Jones, Schweiter Bldg. 

G. Mitchell Jordan, 850 N. Terrace Dr. 
Lloyd M. Kagey, Insurance Bld, 

W. A. Kahrs, 4th National Bank Bldg. 

Wm. C. Kandt, Court House 

Orval J. Kaufman, 4928 E. Kellogg 

Dale Kidwell, Beacon Bldg. 

Kenneth Kimmel, Beacon Olds. 

Paul R. Kitch, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Howard C. Kline, Court House 

Otto J. Koerner, Bitting Bldg. 

Milton A. Koopman, 418 Commerce St. 
Verne M. Laing, Brown Bldg. 

Henry Lampl, Schweiter Bldg. 

John E. Lancelot, 1633 N. Harding 

Leonard A. Levand, Union National Bank Bldg. 
W. FE. Lilleston, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
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Robert S. Lomax, Bitting ha, 

George D. McCarthy, Beacon 

Ora D. McClellan, W-K-H Bldg. 

eee se F. McClintock, on. Nat'l Bank Bldg. 


W. McDermo:t, Box 1030 
Getto McDonald, 4th seas Bank Bldg. 
John Madden, J: —— bine 

Harold Malone, Bi 


J. Ashford Manka, whi Bldg. 

W. B. Martin, Petroleum Bldg. 

Henry E. Martz, Union National Bank Bldg. 
pa he Mattox, Box 306 

Robert G. *Merrick, 303 N. Edgemoor Dr. 

A. Martin Millard, Insurance Bldg. 

Hubert E. Miller, 212 N. Market 

Malcolm Miller, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
Stanley C. Miner, Central Bldg. 

Donald I. Mitchell, Beacon Bid, 

Eugene E. Mitchell, W-K-H B 

C. H. Morris, 455 N. Main 

Lester L. Morris, Brown Bld 

Robert B. Morton, Legal Bldg. 

Daniel Moyer, Insurance Bldg. 

Richard F. Mullins, Beacon Bidg. 

Leo Mulloy, 900 E. Ist 

C. Edward Murray, Orpheum Bidg. 

Thomas D. Mustard, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
James B. Nash, Bitting Bldg. 

Orie R. Nelson, 856 Buffum 

Robert H. Nelson, 4th Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Robert L. NeSmith, 3238 E. Central 

Donald R. Newkirk, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Kenneth M. Nohe, Beacon Bldg. 

T. L. O'Hara, Orpheum Bldg. 

Clark V. Owens, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
Robert N. Partridge, 4th xr en fe Bank Bldg. 
J. B. Patterson, Union National Bank Bldg. 
Alan B. Phares, Union National Bank Bldg. 
William F. Pielsticker, Unoin Nat'l Bank Bidg. 
Eugene L. Pirtle, Schweiter Bldg. 

William Porter, "4th National Bank Bldg. 
ow B. Powers, 4th National Bank Bidg. 


itting Bl 
James V. Riddel, oo Water 
Kurt Riesen, Legal Bld ig. 
Clair E. Robb, Court House 
William I. Robinson, W-K-H Bldg. 
Joe T. Rogers, Brown Bldg. 
Roy L. Rogers, Brown Bldg. 
Hal Ross, W-K-H Bldg. 
J. Wirth Sargent, Farmers & Bankers Life Bidg. 
James W. Sargent, Jr., Farmers & Bankers Life 
B 


Harry Saums, Brown Bldg. 
Walter Sawhill, 4502 Vesta 
Paul W. Schmidt, Schweiter Bldg. 
tet National Bank Bldg. 


Garner E. Shriver, Brown Bldg. 

George Siefkin, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
Robert M. Siefkin, 4th National Bank Bidg. 
Carl T. Smith, 4th National Bank Bldg. 

P. K. Smith, Brown Bldg. 

Paul V. Smith, Beacon Bldg. 

Clarence Sowers, Union National Bank Bldg. 
John Sowers, 1726 N. Belmont 

Claude Sowers, Union National Bank Bldg. 
George Spradling, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
George Stallwitz, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
W. E. Stanley, 1st National Bank Bldg. 

I. H. Stearns, Schweiter Bldg. 

Kenneth P P. Stewart, Wichita Fed. Savings Bldg. 
Dale B. Stinson, Jr., 3635 E. 13th 

Alvin Strosnider, 214414 N. Broadway 
Dale Stucky, 1st National Bank Bldg. 

T. A. Sullivan, Orpheum Bldg. 

Rupert Teall, Schweiter Bldg. 

William P. Thompson, Union Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Lewin Timmerman, Beacon Bldg. 

Ray H. Tinder, Orpheum Bldg. 

William Tinker, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
Daniel D. Tontz, Beacon Bldg. 

Milo M. Unruh, Beacon Bldg. 

E, P. Villepigue, Schweiter Bldg. 

Dwight S. Wallace, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
Keith L. Wallis, 4th National Bank Bldg. 
LeRoy Warner, Brown Bldg. 

P. J. Warnick, Union National Bank Bldg. 
Roy H. Wasson, Union National Bank Bldg. 
Lawrence Weigand, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Edward Weil, Beacon Bldg. 


fey . Green 
Je., Union Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
H. Wenzel, Bitting Bldg. 
aldo B. Wetmore, Bitting Bldg. 
Leo R. Wetta, Schweiter Bldg. 
Lawrence Wetzeil, Bitting Bldg. 
Paul H. White, Petroleum Bldg. 
— H. Widdowson, 416 S. Market 
ade W. Wightman, Schweiter Bldg. 
a L. Williams, 611 N. Crestway 
C. L. Williams, Union National Bank Bldg. 
Vernon L. Williams, 250 N. St. Francis 
Oliver A. Witterman, 321 W. Douglas 
A. P. Woodard, Jr., 1102 Plate 
Thomas E. Woods, 4th National Bank Bi 
Gerrit Wormhoudt, 1st National Bank Bidg 
Charles G. Yankey, 4th National Bank Bids. 
Milton Zacharias, Schweiter Bldg. 
C. Zimmerman, Schweiter Bldg. 


WINFIELD 

Stewart S. Bloss, State Bank Bldg. 

Lawrence E. Christenson, Court House 
Albert Faulconer, 1411 E. 9th 

John A. Herlocker, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Harry O. Janicke, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Chandler F. Jarvis, Box 702 

Lyle W. Loomis, 1st National Bank Bldg. 


W. R. Mathews, 
Lloyd S. Roberts, 119 E. 9th St. 
YATES CENTER 


Clyde Hill, 110 E. Rutledge 
E. E. Lamb, 110 E. Rutledge 
Leo W. Mills 





MEMBERSHIP ROLL 
NON-RESIDENT MEMBERS 


EL CENTRO, CALIFORNIA 
Worden A. Davis, 214 S. 12th 
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 
Ola A. Thorpe, 4974 Santa Monica 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 
W. A. Buzick, Jr., 1555 Bancroft Ave. 
COLORADO SPRINGS, COLORADO 
David N. Enoch, Exchange Nat'l Bank Bidg. 
core COLORADO 
illard A. Burton, Jr., 2776 S. Dahlia 
Wendell P. Sayers, 421 Ernest & Cranmer Bldg. 
LAKEWOOD, COLORADO 
Harold Zimmer, 3 Lakewood Heights Dr. 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
R. Wilbur Daeschner, 120 S. LaSalle St. 
MONMOUTH, ILLINOIS 
Eldridge H. Henning, 125 W. Ist Ave. 
PARK FOREST, ILLINOIS 
Will J. Miller, Jr., 72 Fir 
MASON CITY, 1|OWA 
F. Russell Shultz, 69 ee Heights Rd. 
BALTIMORE, MARYAN 
Eugene R. Campbell, eae Terrace 
HYATTSVILLE, MARYLAND 
Boyd D. Adsit, 7317 Forest Rd. 
SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 
Glenn Archer, 9507 Monroe 
KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI 
James E. Ahearn, 929 Jefferson 
Clifford A. Bantleon, Box 207 
Laird Bowman, 4445 Terrace St. 
LeRoy Bradfield, 1200 Oak St. 
Duane A. Bush, Commerce Trust Bldg. 
Thos. Paul Downs, 1114 Temple Bldg. 
C. William Garver, Dierks Bl 
= Lady Gunnels, Jr., 1207 Grand 
L. Hagaman, Comme: 


rce Bidg. 
ley Harris, 1st National Bank Bldg. 
Bryant Bldg. 
Clifford B. Kimberly, Dierks Bldg. 
Harlow B. King, Commerce Bldg. 
Ralph E. Mullin, Riss Bldg. 
Thomas M. Scofield, 750 W. 47th 
Evan Keith Wilson, 1st National Bank Bldg. 


ST. LOUIS, MISSOUI 
John E . McC 906 Olive St. 
John Mohler, 1010 Pine St. 
SPRINGFIELD, MISSOURI 

Scott Traylor, 1308 S. Fremont 
CLAYTON, NEW MEXICO 
Howard B. McClellan 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 


HOMA 
Alfred Holl, Cities Service Oil Co. 
R. O. Mason, Cities Service Oil Co. 
Joseph M. Stryker, Cities Service Oil Co. 
OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLAHOMA 
Kenneth Hodge, Home State Life Bldg. 
Sam Payne, 1310 N.W. 20th St. 
Joe Rolstan, Jr., Box 1995 
O. R. Stites, 1114 Huntington Dr. 
SEMINOLE, OKLAHOMA 
James E. Driscoll 
SHAWNEE, OKLAHOMA 
O. V. Ashley, 511 N. Beard St. 
TULSA, OKLAHOMA 
Cecil R. Buckles, Sinclair Bldg. 
William E. Lester, 2655 E. 22nd St. 
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 
Lo M. Hamilton, Land Title Bldg. 
RION, SOUTH DAKOTA 
Miss Betty Van Der Smissen 
BORGER, TEXAS 
Thomas O. Maxcey, Box 831 
BROWNSVILLE, TEXAS 
Charles Kennedy, Box 953 
DALLAS, TEXAS 
A. B. Huguenin, Kirby Bldg. 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 
Robert L. Davis, Box 1346 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 
Robert L. Bock, Hamilton House, American Univ. 
Robert M. Clark, Shoreham Bldg. 
R. W. Johnson, Senate Office Bldg. 
ee ALASKA 
~as ye Tyner, Box 2231 
MEXIC CITY, MEXICO 
Jess N. Dalton, AP 93, BIS 


ASSOCIATION MEMBERS IN THE 
ARMED FORCES OF THE UNITED STATES* 


James L. Grimes, Jr., 1343 Tennessee, Lawrence, 
Kansas 


Adrian J. Allen, R.F.D. #5, Topeka, Kansas 
Bill Bonwell, 3255 E. Pine, Wichita, Kansas 
Lt. Grant H. Cole, U.S.N., V.S—21, San Diego, 


Calif. 
Ensign L. M. Shinn, S.C.,U.S.N., U.S.S. Uhimann 
DD. 687, c/o F.P.O., San Francisco, Calif. 
Lt. Daniel Hanscom, 5 


000 Kenmount Drive, 
Oxen Hill, Md. 
® According to information in August, 1953 


Capt. Edward A. Metcalf III, c/o Staff Judge 
Advocate, Fz. Leonard Wood, Missouri 

Lt. Harry E. Robbins, Jr., 066197, J.A. Sec. 7822 
S.C.U., Hq. Southern Area Command APO 
407, New York City, New York 

Edward R. Moses, Base Adjutant’s Office, 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas 

Lt. Thomas R. Scovel, 0-2266532 
c/o Jay W. Scovel, Citizens Nat'l Bank Blidg., 
Independence, Kansas 








Just set the aLlomatic Clock 


on the Zcu 
GAS RANGE 





] Turns Oven On at Exact Minute Desired. 
y) Skillfully Supervises Cooking and Baking. 
3 Turns Oven Off at Pre-Determined Time. 


Another fine feature. . . all burners light 
automatically. Oven and broiler burners 
light with an electric pilot. 


Tu Gas SERVICECO. 











“ADVERTISING 


When Lawyers 
get together 


IN WICHITA 
IT’S AT THE 


HOTEL 
LASSEN: 


WHERE THE 


WICHITA BAR ASSOCIATION 


MEETS EVERY TUESDAY NOON... 


IN THE HEART OF DOWNTOWN WICHITA 
AND WITHIN WALKING DISTANCE OF THE 
COURT HOUSE AND FEDERAL BUILDING 


Another Schimmel Hotel with... 


SCHIMMEL SERVICE 


+ YEAR-AROUND AIR-CONDITIONED 
*«K TRAIL ROOM OPEN AROUND THE CLOCK 


4 LASSEN COFFEE SHOP 




















When in Stay at 

KANSAS CITY, KANSAS TOWNHOUSE 
OMAHA, NEBRASKA BLACKSTONE 
LINCOLN, NEBRASKA CORNHUSKER 
GALESBURG, ILLINOIS CUSTER 








all Schimmel operated...Direct Teletype Service... 





The JOURNAL 


AMERICAN JURISPRUDENCE 
LEGAL FORMS ANNOTAI 


age eo oee 
J it rif 


The most comprehensive collection of 
LEGAL and BUSINESS FORMS ever compiled 


American Jurisprudence Legal Forms Annotated contains, in fourteen volumes, 
over 20,000 forms designed to cover every conceivable situation for which a form 
is needed. When you use American Jurisprudence Legal Forms Annotated, you 
are assured of the right form—correctly worded—and based on law that will with- 
stand attack from every angle. 


Written in clear-cut, understandable, modern language, this formbook is keyed 
directly to the statements of the law in American Jurisprudence. It thus offers 
the busy lawyer a direct lead from “the law to the form” and “the form to the 
law.” Concise statements of the principles governing the forms are stated in the 
formbook text. 


American Jurisprudence Legal Forms Annotated is sure to increase your earning 
fe pt It assures client-confidence in your ability as a lawyer, and saves you work 
time. 


Inquire today about the special pre-publication price and terms now in effect! 








In Retrospect — 


Eighty years ago there appeared in a few 
rae law offices in the middle west several 
pages of “‘stickers’—the first issue of 


Shepard’s Citations. 





This year there appear in the libraries of lawyers in 
practically every city, town and village of the United 
States tens of thousands of copies of Shepard’s Cita- 
tions in its modern bound book and cumulative form. 


To rest idly upon the achievements of the past is 
to take the first step of retrogression and we are 
determined not to make that error; but to seek in 
these same achievments guide posts for the future. 


In the years ahead we shall strive in every way to 


continue to improve our citation service for all mem- 


bers of the legal profession. 
Shepard’s Citations 


Colorado Springs 
Colorado 


Copyright, 1953, by Shepard's Citations, Inc. 














YOUR SHARE OF AMERICA IS GROWING BIGGERI 


Now the Value of Your Maturing 
Series E Bonds Grows 
For Ten More Years...at 3% Interest 


x 














Do you have any United States Series E Defense Bonds ma: 
turing this month? Now they can still go on earning interest— 
at 3% compounded semiannually—for ten more years! And you 
need not do anything at all with your Bonds. The continued 
earning period is automatic. 

The Bond you got for $18.75 can now pay you $33.67 ...4 
$37.50 Bond will be worth $67.34 ... and so on. Your retum 
may amount to as much as 80% on your original investment! 
This applies to all Series E Bonds—those you already own and 
those you’re now investing in. Every Bond you invest in now 
starts earning interest sooner and matures earlier, too. 

Any Series E Bond may still be redeemed at any time after you 
have held it for two months. But the smart thing to do is to 
hold on to your Bonds, as you hold on to savings in any form. 





if you want to be paid 
your interest as current income— 
invest in 3% Series ll 


If you want a good, sound investment which pays you 
your interest by check every six months, ask at your 
bank about United States Government Series H Bonds. 
Series H is a new current income Bond available in 
denominations of $500 to $10,000. Redeemable at par 
after 6 months and on 30 days’ notice. Matures in 9 
years and 8 months and pays an average of 3% interest 
per annum if held to maturity. Interest paid semi- 
annually by Treasury check. Series H may be pur- 
chased at any bank, annual limit $20,000. 











NOW EVEN BETTER! 
INVEST MORE IN DEFENSE BONDS! 





